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MINUTES OF EVIDENCE 

TAKEN BEFORE THE 

Select Committee on the Petition of Charles Roper, of Rathfarnham 
Castle , in the County of Dublin , Esquire, and others, complaining of 
an undue Election and Return for the Town or Borough of Wexford. 



Mer cur'd , 3 die Martii , 1830. 
HENRY CLIVE, ESQUIRE, 

IN THE CHAIR. 



T HE names of the Committee were called over ; all present. 

The Petition of Charles Roper, Esquire, and others, freemen 
and Town of Wexford, was read. 

Mr. Harrison and Mr. Adam appeared as Counsel in support 
Agents, Mr. Maguire and Mr. Alderson. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy and Mr. Wigram appeared as Counsel 
Member. 

Agents, Messrs. Whitton and Gregson. 

Mr. Starkie and Mr. Lynch appeared as Counsel for the returning Officer. 
Agents, Messrs. Whitton and Gregson. 

Mr. Harrison stated that the first thing to be done was, for the Parties to exchange 
Lists and Statements of the Right of Voting. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, that the question as to the Right of Voting was not 
raised upon the Petition, and that therefore the Parties were not called upon to ex- 
change Statements of the Right. 

Mr. Harrison was heard on the other side. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard in reply. 

The Committee determined, that the question of the Right of Voting was raised 
upon the Petition. 

The Parties agreed to exchange Lists and Statements in the course of the 
Evening. 



of the Borough 
of the Petition, 
for the sitting 



3 March, 
1830. 



Jovis, 4 die Martii, 1830. 



HENRY CLIVE, ESQUIRE, 

IN THE CHAIR. 



TH E names of the Committee were called over ; all present. 

Mr. Harrison was heard to open the Case on the part of the Petitioners. 



George Harrison Reid, Esquire, was called in ; and having been sworn, 
was Examined by Mr. Adam, as follows : 

I BELIEVE you were Mayor and returning officer of the Town of Wexford at 
me last election ? — Yes. 

Did you receive the poll from any body? — Yes. 

1 75* A 2 Have 



George H. Reid, 




4 March, 
1830. 



Print 



ted image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



George H. Reid, 
Esq. 



4 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE SELECT 



Have you got the poll book with you ? — Yes. 

Produce it, you are not the poll-clerk of course ? — No. 

Did you receive it from the poll-clerk? — From the deputy poll-clerk, Archibald 
Jacob 

1 ^ ' Has it been in your custody ever since the election? — Ever since. 

Is it in the same condition now as it w-as when you received it, or has any altera- 
tion been made by you ? — Never any since the election, but it has been opened. 

When was it opened ? — Immediately after the election. I sealed up the poll, 
book with the corporation seal on the day of the election, and I had a letter from 
Sir Edward Dering’s agent to request as a favour I would allow his agent to open 
the book to regulate his own book, to compare his book with the poll-book ; and in 
compliance with that I thought it my duty to do it, and the poll- book was slipped 
out. 

He saw it? — Yes, and wrote out of it. 

Who was that gentleman? — His name was George Little, and I have the 
letter. 

No alteration was made in it on that occasion ? — No, never. 

Produce it ? 

[The Witness produced the same, and handed it in.] 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy. 

How long have you been acquainted with the Borough of Wexford ? — More than 
forty-one years ; that is I have been a member of the corporation more than forty- 
one years ; but I have known it since I was a child. I was made a burgess in the 
year 1788. 

Are there any particular days on which the admissions of freemen have taken 
place, and exclusively upon those days ? — As long as I recollect it has been upon 
the two charter days, the 29th of September and the 29th of June; but by giving 
eight days notice before the election, you may then bring forward the election of a 
freeman or burgess. 

Are there any particular days on which the admission of freemen takes place ? — 
The two charter days are the particular days, the 29th of September and the 29th 
of June. 

Besides those days are there any others on which the admission takes place ? — 
None other that I recollect. 

Are there any other on which it may take place if notice be given ? — Yes ; by 
giving notice of eight days, you can call an assembly for the purpose. 

Does the eight days notice apply to admissions generally, or any peculiar sort 
of admissions? — The eight days is in consequence of giving legal notice to every 
person that there is an intention of making freemen. In general the notice for the 
electing of a burgess is eight days, and very often then freemen are made in conse- 
quence of the eight days notice. 

When you say giving notice to every body, what notice do you mean ? — Posting 
notice, that you mean to assemble at the Court-house to elect a burgess. 

When you say posting notice, is that what you meant by giving notice to every 
body ? — It is there for any body to see : there is no other notice that I ever knew 
of but posting it on the Court-house. 

You do not mean that the notice should be given to every body? — No. 

But by a public notice posted up? — Yes. 

Is that the usual notice? — Yes, for electing a burgess or freeman. 

In the time you have known the borough, has residence been at all required as 
necessary to the admission of a burgess or freeman? — No. 

Then I understand you, that during the whole of the period you have spoken to, 
from the time you were very young down to the present, residence has never been 
spoken of? — No ; it was never heard of till it was mentioned here. 

Till the present contest? — Yes; till it was mentioned in the petition. 

Have freemen constantly been admitted, from the earliest periods down to the 
present, without any objection from any party, who were know n to all not to be re- 
sident? — Certainly, they always have; there was no objection ; I never knew the 
objection stated or started. 

Have persons who have served apprenticeships also been admitted freemen as 
such ? — Certainly, upon a certain form being complied with. 

Persons 
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Persons who have served apprenticeships have always been admitted, upon a 
certain form being complied with? — Yes. 

Were any particular days set apart for those admissions? — I never knew them to 
be admitted but on the two charter days ; but subsequent to the election 

Nevermind that ? — I never knew them admitted but on the charter days; those 
are the apprentices. 

Others have been admitted on eight days notice? — Yes; that is, when you 
wish to have a burgess elected or a freeman made ; since that I have heard that 
there was 

We cannot hear that; my question was, whether you had ever known it? — 
No, I never knew an instance ; the impression upon my mind was, those were the 
days on which they were to be elected. 

You say they were admitted on complying with a certain form? — Yes. 

What w'as the form ? — The form was, that a person who had served his time 
brought his petition and lodged it with the town clerk, and the town clerk, the day of 
the meeting, on either of the charter days, either in September or J une, presented 
that petition to the mayor in assembly ; the mayor read the petition, and if he 
thought it should be entertained, if he knew the parties had served their time, he 
told out a jury of the present freemen to try the merits of it. 

A jury of any particular number ? — Of twelve freemen, told out of the assembly ; 
they retired into an adjoining apartment; they called for the master and the inden- 
tures and the witnesses to the indenture, and if they found the apprentice had served 
his time faithfully and properly, and that there was no collusion in the business, he 
was then returned as a fit and proper person ; the master proving that the indentures 
were fair, and that the man served his legal time. 

And upon receiving the verdict of the jury, stating he had served the due time, it 
was then usual to admit him ? — Yes, with good conduct, he was then admitted and 
inrolled in the corporation book. 

Besides the persons we have mentioned, had the mayor the privilege of nominating 
any persons? — Yes; at the time I came into the corporation the mayor exercised 
the right, upon coming into office or going out of office, to nominate two gentlemen 
to be freemen, who are what we call Peculiar Freemen. 

Do you mean that he had a right of nominating two upon coming in and two upon 
going out? — No ; he took his choice. 

He had a right, either upon coming in or going out, to nominate two, called his 
peculiar freemen ? — Yes. 

With respect to others proposed, with the exception of the two peculiar freemen 
of the mayor, did the corporation exercise the right of negativing, that is to say, was 
the question proposed to the corporation, whether certain persons should be admitted 
or not ; with the exception of apprentices and the peculiar freemen, did the corpo- 
rate body exercise a judgment upon the subject, as to admitting them or not? — 
The peculiar freemen were never opposed, but immediately acquiesced in. 

The apprentices claimed as a right, and that was submitted to the jury; now my 
question does not apply either to the peculiar freemen or apprentices, but as to other 
members proposed, did the corporation exercise the right of rejecting them or of 
admitting them? — Certainly ; on making a freeman on the charter days or where 
the eight days notice was given, a burgess proposes such a person to be a member 
of the corporation, and seconded by another ; the question was then put, whether he 
should be elected or not, and the mayor finding that the voices were in his favour, 
he was elected and put down and inrolled. 

Was it determined by a majority of those present? — The question was put. 

And determined by a majority of those present? — Yes. 

During the period you have known the corporation of Wexford have you known 
any books belonging to the corporation inexistence? — I never saw any book be- 
longing to the corporation but the book (D,) that is a regular book of the corporation 
which is now, I believe, with the present mayor. 

When you say with the present mayor, it is, I believe, here? — Yes, it is here. 

You are the present mayor?— No, I went out last year. 

I think you said you belonged to the corporation forty-one years? — In 1788 I 
was made. 

You have known it forty-one years ? — Yes. 

And were made a burgess in 1 788 ? — Yes, 

Previously to the rebellion in Ireland did you see any corporation books? — Never 
1 75- A3 but 
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but that one ; to the best of my knowledge I never did ; there was no other book 
used or brought to the court but that book. 

That is the book you designate by the letter (D)? — Yes. 

Perhaps you can tell us, as a matter of history, how long were the rebels in pos- 
session of the town of Wexford ? — They were in possession of the town of Wex- 
ford. The rebellion commenced the 27th of May 1798, and I happened to retreat 
with the retreating army, who came into Wexford the 21st of June in the year 1798. 
The rebellion began upon the 27th of May, and we were obliged to give up the 
town three days afterwards : we marched afterwards to Ross. 

How long were the rebels in possession of the town? — From the 30th of May 
till the 2 ist of June; about three weeks. I ought to recollect it : I went through a 
great deal. 

That was the fact, they were in possession about three weeks ? — Yes. 

You never saw any books before or after that period ? — Never ; no regular cor- 
poration book but that I ever saw. 

Re-examined, by Mr. Adam. 

Y ou knew the corporation, and were a member of it previous to the rebellion ? — - 
Certainly. 

I understood you to state you never saw any book except the book (D) ? — No ; 
that was the regular book of the corporation. 

Did you see any other books which contained entries respecting corporation 
matters ? — Never, but a roll book, a private roll book. 

Who did that private roll book belong to? — The town clerk. 

Mr. Jones? — Yes, Mr. Jones. 

Do you happen to know where that private roll book is now ? — Yes. 

Where? — With one of the members who is up here, I believe, Mr. Hughes. 

Do you mean the present mayor ? — Either the present mayor or some other gen- 
tleman that brought it. 

Do you recollect an application being made, either to yourself or Mr. Hughes, for 
leave to inspect that roll ? — Certainly. 

Did you refuse permission? — I cannot recollect exactly what I might have said ; 
but immediately, or a day after, I received it from Colonel Johns, who is son-in- 
law to Mr. Jones, as he_ gave it me it was taken away from me : I never saw it till 
I came here. 

Who took it from you ? — I fancy it was some of the gentlemen ; I cannot say. 
It was some friend of the present mayor. 

Did you refuse it to any body? — Yes, I did. because it was not in my pos- 
session. 

Did you assign that as your reason ? — I had it not. 

Did you say so? — I dare say I did. 

Who made the application ? — I do not know ; on my oath, I do not. 

You do know whether, in the answer you gave, you assigned the reason you 
now give ? — I cannot say ; I am afflicted with a very unpleasant feel, but I do not 
recollect what I said at the time ; I told the person I had it not. 

You were afflicted with some complaint? — Yes, in my nose. 

Does that impair your memory? — No. 

Did you give that answer ? — I cannot say whether I did ; I thought it of so little 
consequence I cannot recollect. 

Was it much looked at while in your possession? — Never; I believe I looked at 
one name. 

Whose name was it ? — I believe, Cornet Moore. 

Was Mr. Hare with you when you looked at it? — No. 

Was Lord Ely? — No. 

Any person ? — No. 

How came you to look at it? — Colonel Johns was in my office, and I asked him 
had he any corporation book which I might look at ; and he said, none upon earth 
except, the letter (D.) ; I said, has not Mr. Jones some book ? He said, no, nothing but 
an alphabetical list ; and he brought it into my office, and it remained there ; it was 
of no consequence, and I looked at that name. 

How came you to fix on the name of Cornet Moore?— I wished to see his name, 
he was a relation of mine. 

How 
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How Game you to think he was there ? — I understood all the corporation was 
there from 1 754 - 

■ You did not return the book to Colonel Johns? — No. 

To some of the friends of Mr. Hughes ? — Y es. 

Mr. Hughes is of the same party in the town as yourself? — I do not doubt but 
he is. 

You know it? — I do not doubt it. 

You are sure of it? — I am pretty sure of it. 

Are you not quite sure ? — Upon my word I cannot be sure of any thing. 

Is he of Lord Ely’s party in the corporation? — He is friendly to Lord Ely’s 
interest, I believe. 

Have you any doubt of it ? — I could not say possitively, I assure you, as to any 
man ; although I might think so now, to-morrow 1 might alter — at present I think 
he is. 

Have yOu the least doubt that Mr. Hughes is a friend of Lord Ely’s?-— I do 
mean to say I think he is. 

You returned that book to either Mr. Hughes or some friend of his ?— I cannot 
«ay ; it was taken out of my office. 

You got the book from Colonel Johns and returned it to Mr. Hughes or his 
friends ? — Colonel Johns left it in my office. 

Did not Colonel Johns apply for it? — He applied for letter (D.) 

Did he not apply for that roll ? — I do not remember, upon my oath, whether 
he did. 

How long ago did that take place ? — In May last. 

Will you swear he did not apply for it? — I believe he applied to me for the 
letter-book “ D.” but not for that. 

Does your memory enable you to say whether Colonel Johns applied to you for 
his own book? — I do not recollect that he did. 

Did any body upon his part ? — There was an application from the agent of Sir 
Edward Dering for it. 

Did any body, on the part of Colonel Johns apply to you for it?— Not that 
I know of; some of the agents of Sir Edward Dering applied for it, and wished 
to see it. 

When the agent of Sir Edward Dering applied for it, did you tell him you had 
delivered it to Mr. Hughes? — No ; I told him I had it not. 

Was that all you said? — I do not recollect any thing else I said. 

Do you recollect the agent’s name? — No, I do not; there was an agent that 
used to attend there very often, Mr. Baker ; whether it was to him I told it, I do not 
know ; he constantly attended at the office. 

You state there are particular days on which apprentices are admitted, and on 
which the peculiar freemen are named, and the elections of freemen made? — Yes ; 
on the corporation days ; there are two charter days. 

You have also stated, upon eight days notice freemen may be elected, according 
to the custom of the borough ? — Whenever there is a burgess to be elected eight 
days notice is given, and then freemen are elected, or eight days notice is given. 

In your forty years experience how many days have you known freemen to have 
been elected by choice of the corporation ; 1 do not mean by apprentices nor by 
the nomination of the mayor? — In the year 1813 was one. 

None since that time? — Yes there have been some since then. 

Will you tell me when ? — No ; the last was last July ; the last meeting was the 
29th of September. 

From the year 1813 till the 29th of September 1829 there has been no election 
of freemen in the town of Wexford ? — I believe there was an election in the year 
1782; that is beyond my time. 

, The only time you recollect is in the year 1813? 
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Mr. Serjeant Taddy objected to the course of examination, as being leading. 

[The course of examination was waived .] 

Mr. Adam .] — Have you any recollection, except in the year 1813, of any election 
of freemen in the town of Wexford not on charter days? — It is impossible I can 
be prepared to answer that ; things of that kind are only posted ; if you look at 
the corporation book you will see it ; that is the only thing I can say ; and you will 
see the elections that took place ; my memory is not burtheried with the days. 
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George II. Reid, How often have you been mayor? — I dare say six, seven or eight times. 

Esq. j I n those six, seven or eight years during which you sat in the chair was there an 

' election of freemen, except upon charter days ? — That is a thing I should like to 

4 K* look at the book for. 

You cannot recollect having been present at one? — I have been present at them 
all, I dare say ; but whether 1 was mayor I cannot say ; if you refer to the book, 
you will see the days, and I will prove that the election did take place. 

Has any taken place in the last ten years ? — The only one I can recollect 
is 1813. 

Can you tell me whether any election of freemen has taken place in your time 
upon the charter days ? — That might also occur. 

Do you believe it did ?— It might occur. 

Do vou believe it did ? — There might have been a member elected as a compli- 
ment ; a man who should serve his country. 

Honorary members in the strictest sense of the word ? — Yes ; any gentleman who 
desired the compliment. 

I mean persons elected to keep up the corporation ? — No. 

Since 1813 do you remember in your experience any one member elected a free- 
man, except the honorary persons you have mentioned ? — I cannot enumerate the 
time ; there were many made in 1813; but I have not the names by heart. 

Then you cannot tell w hether in forty years there has been an election upon any 
day whatever? — I thought you wanted to know who they were. 

No; I mean the day; has there ever been an election of freemen in the town 
of Wexford, except the honorary members you have mentioned, and except in the 
year 1813 ? — I do not recollect. 

Do you not know there has not ?— Upon my word I do not ; I cannot remember ; 
the book is the thing to refer to ; that will prove it. 

But still you state it is the usage of the town to proceed to an election upon the 
eight days notice? — Yes, when you wish to admit a certain number of freemen you 
give legal notice. 

Did you ever know legal notice given of eight days in your life, except in 1 81 3 ?— 

1 might not have been mayor. 

Do you know it ?— I have always heard it is the rule of the corporation. 

Did you ever know' of it? — I know one in 1813 was held, it has always been the 
course to post notice of eight days for the election of a burgess. 

Is your statement founded on hearsay, or reputation, or a knowledge that the 
fact has taken place?— I have often had notices signed by myself, for the election 
of a burgess, that in eight days we should elect a burgess. 

Have you ever known any one elected in consequence? — I suppose we attended, 
and did elect. 

Cannot you favour me with one instance ? — No ; you must look at the book for 
knowledge, and you will see it. 

You are quite sure you never knew any objections made to non-residence? — I am 
quite sure there never was to my knowledge. 

Could an objection ever have been made except in 1813; was there ever any 
other opportunity of objection? — I never heard of it at all. 

Was there any election except in 1813? — There was no objection made there. 
Suppose a person had been disposed to say that residence was a qualification, 
and non-residence an incapacity, was there any opportunity for any freeman’s 
stating that? — He might, it was an open assembly. 

Was there any opportunity of his doing it? — I attended all the corporation 
meetings. 

Was there any election of freemen at the corporation meetings ?— There might ; 
I do not recollect 1 am sure, you will look at the book; I am upon my oath, and to 
answer the questions you ask me is impossible. 

You say nobody has ever objected to a person being elected a member of the 
corporation on the score of non-residence ; I want to know upon what occasion it 
could have been done ? — I never knew an objection taken to a man residing out of 
the town. 

Have you ever known of any election except in 1813? — Yes, of course I must. 
Upon many occasions, or one? — You must refer to the book, upon my word 
I cannot say. 

Now about the peculiar freemen, were there any peculiar freemen elected last 
year ? — There were two. 

Named 
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Named by you ?— Yes, by me. 

Were there in the year before ? — I think two. 

Will you recollect? — I think there were none. 

In the year 1826, were there ? — I do not think there were. 

In 1825, were there any? — I do not think there were. 

In 1824, were there any? — I do not think there were. 

In 1823 ? — That is so far back. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy.] — Upon those elections, were there entries made in writing 
of what took place? — Yes. 

Contemporaneous entries ; entries made at the time of their election ? — Certainly. 
Mr. Serjeant Taddy objected to the evidence being given, without the pro- 
duction of the book. 

{The Witness withdrew.] 
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Mr. Adam was heard in support of the course of exmination. 

Mr. Seijeant Taddy was heard in reply. 

Mr. Adam stated, if the Witness wished to refer to the book, he had no 
objection to it ; but that the evidence was not to be considered as evi- 
dence adduced by the petitioners. 

Mr. Seijeant Taddy stated, the course now proposed would be the proper 
course. 

{The Witness was again called in.] 

Mr. Adam.] — Have you got the book (D.) ? — I have not. 

Will you have the goodness to ask for it ? — 

[ The Witness went for the same, and returned.] 

Did you always attend the elections when you were mayor? — Yes, of course. 
There could be no election without you? — I might have been out of town or ill, 
and the deputy mayor acted. 

Had you always a deputy mayor? — When I was ill or out of town. 

Was there any election of freemen in your absence? — No, not that I know of. 
Have you ever been bailiff? — Yes. 

Is it necessary for the bailiff to attend ? — Yes. 

Have you been often bailiff? — Yes. 

Do you believe there ever was an election of freemen at which you were not 
present? — Yes, there might; the book will tell. 

{The Witness produced a book brought into the room by another person.] 



Have the goodness to look at the book, and tell me if there have been any pecu- 
liar freemen nominated since 1826? — If you will let Mr. Hughes open it for me. 

Cannot you ? — 

Committee.] — What is that book ; Book marked (D.) 

In whose custody is it? — [Mr. Hughes.] In mine. 

What is your name? — [Mr. Hughes.] Hughes. 

[Mr. Hughes was directed to withdraw.] 

Mr. Adam.] — Turn to 1826, and tell me who was mayor in 1826? — Robert 
Johns. 

When was he elected ? — “ George Harrison Reid, one of the burgesses of the 
town and borough, was sworn mayor.” 

Mr. Johns went out of office at that time? — No, I was sworn. 

Having seen the book, does your memory enable you to say whether you were 
mayor in 1826, three years and a half ago ; surely you need not take time to answer 
that? — I was mayor. 

You served mayor from September 1826 to September 1827?— Yes. 

Did you in the year 1826, nominate a freeman as a peculiar burgess, or in 1827, 
upon going qut of office ? — I do not think I did. 

Look at the entries ; do not give us “ thinks” now ? 

Committee.] — Would they appear in that book? — Yes, they would. 

Mr. Adam.] — Did you nominate any peculiar freemen ? — 1 did not nominate any 
peculiar freemen in the year 1 826. 

In 1829 you nominated two? — Yes. 

Now you recollect you did not nominate any in 1826 ? — In 1826 and 1827. 

175. B You 
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George 11 . Reid, You began in 1 826 and went out in 1827 ? — Yes. 

Esq. You nominate a freeman upon coming in? — Or going out. 

v / The gentleman who preceded you was Robert Johns ; tell me whether he nomi- 

4 March n ated any peculiar freemen, by looking at the book, unless your memory is refreshed 

l830, and you can do it without, if it is either at the coming in or going out; you have 

only to look at the two entries ; you need only look at September ? 

Committee .] — Unless he was sworn another day. 

Mr. Adam.] — Still the nomination would be there?— I do not see one. 

Have you any doubt there was not? — By this book there was not. 

Was there the preceding year, during the mayoralty of Robert Hughes, that 
began in September 1823, and ended in September 1824? — Robert Hughes is not 
the mayor of that year. 

You have told me what took place during the mayoralty of Robert Johns, that 
there were none?— Yes. 

Who preceded him? — Christian Wilson. 

Did Mr. Wilson name any peculiar burgess?— None. 

When did he come into office, and when did he go out? — From September 1822 
to September 1823. 

Now refer to the next mayor, Robert Johns, and tell me if he nominated any 
peculiar burgess ? — No, he did not. 

Robert Hughes succeeded Robert Johns ; see if he did ? — No, none. 

You told me there were none by Mr. Johns and none by yourself? — Yes. 

For five successive years no peculiar freemen were named ? — No. 

How did that happen ? — I cannot tell. 

Do not you know why you did not? — I was not desired to nominate; the preceding 
mayor did not nominate, and I did not nominate. 

You were never desired not? — No; I do not know the reason of it. 

Was the reason, because your predecessor had not? — Yes. 

Had you any conversation with any body, about whether you should nominate ?~r 
No, I never made any remark. 

Had you ever any conversation with Mr. Hare? — No. 

Nor with Lord Ely? — No. 

In 1828, you did nominate? — Yes. 

Why did you nominate in 1828, and not in 1826? — There was a particular 
request of one of the merchants to be made a freeman. 

Who was that? — John Larrett; no, that was the preceding year ; the last year 
I was mayor I nominated Mr. Abel Lavatouche, and my son the Reverend 
Loftus Reid. 

It was not because this respectable merchant applied, you made the nomination, 
but that was the year before ?— Yes, by some other mayor. 

What was your reason ; if it was not on account of the respectable merchant 
applying, why did you nominate in 1828? — I wished to have my son appointed; 
though I had applied, I never had an opportunity of having him elected ; they are 
both clergymen. 

Was your son of age in 1 826 ? — Yes. 

Why did you not appoint him in 1826, as he was of age? — I did not do so, 
because the preceding mayor did not appoint. 

You, wishing your son to be a freeman, did not nominate him, because your pre- 
decessor had not done so? — Yes. 

That was your only reason ? — I followed his example, not to nominate any. 

That was your only reason ? — Yes, for I knew at the time my sons would be made 
either by election or peculiar freemen. 

How do you know they would ? — They might have been. 

Who told you they w ould ? — No one. 

How did you know it ? — I might have started him as a person to be proposed and 
elected. 

Have you known any body elected in that way for forty years, except in 1 813 ?— * 
I will refer to the book ; I may tell you one thing and the book another. 

Do you recollect any body nominated for forty years, except in 1813? — Not 
without referring to the book. 

Not knowing any one elected in forty years, you concluded your son might be 
elected if you put him up? — Yes, that he stood as good a chance as any one. 

That was one reason why you did not name him? — No, that was no reason. 

You 
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You said it was one reason ? — It was of very little consequence; I thought it was George H. Reid, 
little feather they might some time or other wish for. Es 1- 

a Was it or not one of your reasons that you thought your son would be elected, if ' — ■ ' 

,0U did nominate him?— No, not at all. 4 JJ“ : k ’ 

' Had you any conversation with anybody upon the subject of not appointing 
culiar freemen from 1823 to 1826? — No; nor did I know the reason they 



were not. 

And your reason was, that your predecessor had not? — Yes. 

Have you taken much interest in the politics of Wexford ? — Very little. 

Have you taken much share in the corporation business?— When I was mayor 
I endeavoured to do my duty. 

When you were bailiff did you take any part ? — I did. 

When you were neither mayor nor bailiff, did you take any active share in the 
corporation business ? — I did attend as a member if I was in town, except illness 
prevented me. , „ , 

You understand what I mean ; did you act as an active member of the corpora- 
tion or not, when you were neither mayor nor bailiff? — I do not know what you 
mean by that. 

Did you interest yourself who should be mayor or bailiff? — Never. 

You were never consulted who should be mayor or bailiff, except when you were 
so yourself? — Never but once in my life I did dictate to my friends, once for a 
certain gentleman to be the mayor ; but I was never consulted otherwise. 

You dictated ? — I dictated to the corporation. 

Suggested you mean ? — That such a person would be a proper person. 

Was your dictation followed ?— I do not know ; I heard that such a person would 
be a most active and useful mayor. 

Who was that ? — Mr. Meadows. 

Was he accordingly elected? — I think he was. j 

Have you any doubt? — I think he was ; I am sure he was. 

Do you know Mr. Hare? — Yes. 

Do you ever consult with him about corporation affairs ?— Never. 

You never spoke to him about them in your life?— Upon my word I do not think 
I did. 

Nor to my Lord Ely? — Very little. 

When do you think the last conversation was with Lord Ely upon corporation 
matters? — I do know of any. 

You mean to state you never had any conversation with him upon corporation 
matters ? — Upon my word I do not think 1 have, not of any consequence ; we spoke 
a little, but not in any confidence; I have had very little conversation with Lord 
Ely about corporation matters. 

Had you any? — I cannot recollect; upon my honour and my oath I do not 
recollect that I had. 

How long have you known Lord Ely? — I have known him since he. was a boy. 

How long has Lord Ely been a burgess of the town of Wexford? — I cannot tellr 

A year? — Yes ; I believe about the rebellion he was made. 

About 1 798 ? — I do not know what year he was made in. 

About thirty years? — Yes. 

Has Lord Ely been much in the town of Wexford ?— Yes, he has occasionally. 

Has he occasionally attended upon corporation days? — No; when he was in 
Wexford he did. 

He could not attend if he was not in Wexford ; since his father’s death, in tire 
year 1 S06, has he usually been in the habit of attending on the corporation days at 
Wexford ? — No. 

How often do you think he has attended ? — 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy objected to the question, as not arising out of the cross- 
examination. 

Mr. Starkie was heard on the same side. 

Mr. Adam was heard in support of the question. 

The Committee suggested that any examination as to Lord Ely had better 
be postponed till the specific charge against Lord Ely was gone into. 

Mr. Adam.] — I think you were elected mayor in 1813-14?— The book will 
show that. 

Will you have the goodness to look? — I was. 

175. B 2 Do 
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Do you recollect whether you made any freemen then ? — I suppose I did. 

Do you recollect the names? — No. 

Should you recollect them if I was to name them ?-— I do not know that I should. 
Did you nominate John Tweedie of Porter Gate, and Thomas Clarke of Bayley’s 
Town, to be your peculiar freemen ? — It so appears by the book. 

Where is Porter Gate? — Near Loftus Hall. 

The seat of Lord Ely?— Yes. 

Is that near Feathard ? — Three miles and a half. 

Do you know whether Tweedie is a tenant of Lord Ely s .' — I should rather think 
he is. 

Where is Bayley’s Town?— I do not know, but it is in the circle of Lord Ely’s 
estate. 

Do you know whether Clarke was a tenant of Lord Ely s . ■ I cannot tell. 

Were you acquainted with Mr. Tweedie and Clarke? No. 

How came you to nominate them?— They were recommended to me, I suppose. 

By whom ? — I cannot tell. 

Why do you suppose they were recommended ? — I suppose to make them free. 
Did you know their condition in life? — No. 

Had they any thing to do with the town of Wexford ? — I believe not. 

' They were not nominated because they were respectable merchants ? — No. 

Or clergymen of Ireland ? — No. 

Do you not know that they were fishermen?— No. 

Do you know what they are? — I believe one is a farmer. 

How much land do you think he occupies? — I cannot tell. 

Did you ever see his homestall? — No. 

Do you not know that he occupies a cottage ?: — I do not know. 

You do not know how it was you nominated these gentlemen ? — They were recom- 
mended to me. 

By whom ? — I cannot say positively. 

If you cannot say positively, who do you think recommended them?— Am I bound 
to answer that ? 

Yes, you are; to the best of your knowledge and belief who recommended 
Tweedie and Clarke ? — 

Mr. Starkie, on behalf of the returning officer (the Witness), objected to the 
line of examination, as the answer to the questions proposed to him might 
tend to criminate himself. 

[ The Witness was directed to withdraw.] 

The Committee intimated their opinion that the evidence did not tend to 
criminate the Witness. 

[The Witness was again called in.] 

Mr. Adam.]— To the best of your knowledge and belief who recommended 
Tweedie and Clarke?— I cannot positively swear who recommended them to me, 
but I rather think it was from Lord Ely; but 1 cannot positively swear. 

You have said you were much acquainted with Lord Ely? Yes, of course, 
having been there so many years. 

He resides at your house when he comes to the town ? Mostly. 

And did so at the last election.' — Yes, he did. 

You have described the mode in which apprentices are elected, that there must be 
a petition ; do you know whether that is by the authority of any bye-law, or how the 
usage has arisen ?— I do not know ; I have heard there was a bye-law, and it was 
mentioned in the book ; but that was the usual mode practised during my time. 

Can you say whether it has been the habit for persons elected freemen to attend 
at their elections?— Some do, and some do not. 

What do the majority do? — I cannot tell. 

Those two you nominated in 1813, did they attend to be sworn?— It might have 
been so ; I will tell you why. Very often freemen from that part of the country are 
at Wexford, but I do not think they were. 

Can you tell me whether those freemen elected in 1813 attended? -Some did, 
and some did not; I really cannot say positively; some did, and some did not. 

Did any of those elected in 1 81 3 reside at Feathard ?— If you will read the names 
I will tell you. 

David Medwith, doctor of medicine,- John Lynn of Feathard.' Yes, he is one. 

Ponsonby 
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Ponsonby Hoare, esq. of Wexford, William Johnson, Henry Addison, David George H. Reid, 
Lynn, all of Wexford, Edward Lumsden of Houseland ? — He is a Feathard man. , sq ' 

Charles Tweedie of the same place? — Yes, he is another. ^larch 

Francis King of Silver Spring? — That is near Wexford. 1830. 

Captain Alexander Wilson of the royal navy? — He resides at Wexford. 

George Tuthill of Hook Tower? — That is about six miles from Feathard. 

Is that upon Lord Ely’s estate? — Yes. 

Do you know the man ?— Yes. 

Do you recollect telling him he was elected a freeman? — Yes. 

Did he know it before ? — He said not. 

When did you tell him? — I was in the habit of being at Loftus Hall in the neigh- 
bourhood, and visiting the Tower, where he resided, subsequent to that, and I might 
tell him of it. 

You told it him as a piece of news? — No, not at all; but being a useful man, 
and talking about fishing, I told him he was elected a freeman. 

It is quite a propos, a poor man talking about fishing, and you told him he was 
elected ? — He is dead since. 

William Hurdis of the Grange? — I do not know him. 

Do you not know the Grange is upon Lord Ely’s estate ? — I do not know ; 
there are several Granges. I know Hurdis, but I do not know where he lives; he 
is supposed to be on Lord Ely’s estate. 

Was he a freeman in 1813? — Yes. 

John Agar, son of Thomas Agar? — I believe he is on the estate. 

Richard James of Feathard, John Teake of the same, Benjamin Wilson of Bed- 
ween, Joshua Nunn of Hill Castle, John Jacob Turner of Greenfield ?■ — That is the 
property of Mr. Nevill in Wexford. 

Benjamin White of Soig Haul ? — I do not know it. 

Samuel Williams of Leandan? — That is on Mr. Nevill’s estate. 

Major Robert Johns of the 1st garrison battalion, Vice-Admiral Fish of Castle 
Fish, Josiah Moulton of Ballincar, and John Eaton of Gough’s Bridge, where is 
that? — I think he is on the Bishop of Clogher’s estate. 

He is the brother of Lord Ely? — Yes, he is. 

Did he live there at the time of the admission ? — I will not swear he did. 

Were not there forty-eight persons in all admitted, and were not twenty-four 
tenants of Lord Ely ? — I cannot tell any such thing. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy admitted there were a great many admitted on each 
interest 



What is the gross number in the book, forty-eight? — I do not think there are 
one-fourth of them Lord Ely’s men. 

John Hoxton ? — He is Mr. Nevill’s. 

Samuel Kendrick? — He is Mr. Nevill’s. 

William Powell of Feathard, John Orange of the same, William Clark of 
Bayley’s Town? — I think that is Feathard. 

John Doherty of Bayley’s Town? — He is one. 

John Carr of the same, and Richard Clark of Bayley's Town ? — He is one. 

Is Bayley’s Town at Feathard? — It is in the circle of Lord Ely’s estate ; there 
are 1 0,000 acres. 

In the neighbourhood of Feathard?— Yes ; it is near Lord Ely’s estate. 

Richard Clark of Bayley’s Town, Richard Clark of the same, Counsellor George 
Moore of Dublin, Henry Hall of Rothmoor? — That is the county of Kildare. 

George Hall of the same, and Samuel Montgomery of Naas, and Andrew Mont- 
gomery, Captain Henry Evans of the royal navy, Walter Evans of Carter, esquire, 
Joseph Kelly?— I do not know him. 

Dilmon Dice ? — That appears to be Lord Ely’s man. 

Were all those persons put up at once, and all voted for at once, or each man’s 
name proposed, and a vote taken for each man ?— No, not each man ; they were 
proposed and seconded one after the other, but not the question put upon each. 

How was the question put? — It was put upon them in a lump. 

They were proposed by a member of the corporation ? — Yes, and seconded, and 
then the question put that these men should be elected freemen, and the ayes and 
noes taken. 

Was there a list of them ?— I never saw it. 

175. B 3 Were 
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George H. Reid, 
Esq. 

4 March, 
183O. 



Were you mayor at this time ? — No, I was not ; I am sure I was not. 

Were you bailiff at the time ? — The book will shew. 

[ Upon a reference to the book, it appeared the witness was not bailiff \ but 
mayor at the time in question. The witness looked at the book.] 

That is for the election of a member of Parliament ? — Yes, I was mayor. 

Do you recollect whether you proposed those names from the list ? — If I was to 
swear from recollection, I should say I was not mayor. I do not recollect seeing 
any list. If the book was not there, I would have sworn I was not mayor. 

Were you present at the election in 182.9? — Yes, to be sure. 

I mean the election of freemen ? — I was. 

Was it by a list, do you remember ?— I do not remember. 

Committee.]— Can you remember whether they were all proposed by the same 
person ? — They were all proposed by the mayor. 

By yourself? — No ; I was not mayor then. 

In 1813 were they proposed by you ? — If I had not seen the book I should have 
sworn I was not mayor at that time ; I have not any recollection of my acting to 
elect those men. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy.] — I see the name of Nevill here ; is this Mr. Nevill’s 
hand-writing, signing all these entries you have been asked, to “ Richard Nevill”? — 
Yes ; that is his hand-writing. 

The father of Lady Dering? — Yes. 

You have heard all these names mentioned, amounting to 48 as it is Said, 
Admiral Fish, Counsellor Moore, and various others whose names have been men- 
tioned ; were they gentlemen residing in and near Wexford ? — Admiral Fish re- 
sided near Dublin, at that time, I believe. 

Counsellor Moore is in Dublin. As to the other gentlemen whose names have 
been mentioned, were they persons in various interests or not ? — Certainly they 
were. It was as a compliment to them as independent men. 

Captain Wilson of the royal navy, was he an independent man? — Quite so. 

Mr. Adam.] — What do you call an independent man ? — A compliment paid to 
a gentleman living in the neighbourhood. 

"An independent man is a man you pay a compliment to? — They can do as they 
like, I should think. 

Did these gentlemen do as they liked ? — Of course, I suppose so. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy.] — Was not a very small proportion of these persons in any 
way connected with Lord Ely ? — Those that have been put down by this gentleman 
appear to my recollection to be on Lord Ely’s estate. 

Are not those a very small proportion of the whole number? — If there are 16, 
take 16 out of 48, and that gives the number. 

Committee.] — How many freemen are there in this borough? — We voted, I be- 
lieve, 79 and 48 at the last election. 

I mean the whole number ? — I should think within 200. 

How far is Lord Ely’s property from the borough of Wexford? — ITis estate lies 
about 25 or 26 miles off. 

How far is Feathard from Wexford? — Twenty miles. 

How far is Loftus Hall from Wexford ? — About 25 or 26 miles. 

Has Lord Ely any property in the town of Wexford ? — None that I know of. 

Must you not have known it if he had ? — I might not ; 'I was never his agent, 
and could not tell. 



[The witness withdrew.] 



John Cornwall, Esquire, was called in ; and having been sworn, was Examined by 
Mr. Adam as follows : 

John Commit, HAVE you a paper with you that purports to be an agreement, signed by Lord 
^ Ely and Richard Nevill? — I have. 

Where did you get it? — From among Mr. Nevill’s papers immediately after his 
death. 

Were you his executor ? — I was with him when he died ; I was in his confidence, 
and had been for a number of years, and that of his family ; he told me — 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy .] — Never mind what he told you. 

Mr. Adam .] — You found it in his depository? — I did. 

Will 
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Will you produce it? — {The witness produced the same.) 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy.) — Is there any stamp to it? — No. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy objected to the agreement being read, on the ground of 
there being no stamp to it. 

Mr. Adam was heard in support of the admissibility of the agreement. 

The Chairman stated, that if it was an illegal agreement, it could not be read 
as an agreement, but if it was produced only as a paper, signed by two 
individuals, it might be read. 

Mr. Adam stated, that he was willing to take it in that way, and consider it 
produced, not as a legal agreement, but as an agreement found among the 
papers of Mr. Nevill, purporting to be executed by the parties whose 
names w r ere signed to it. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy objected to the admissibility of the paper as evidence to 
affect his client Sir Robert Wigram. 

Mr. Adam was heard on the other side. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard in reply. 

The Committee decided that the paper should be read, but not as evidence 
against the sitting Member at present. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy suggested, whether the petitioners ought not to prove 
agency in the first instance. 

The Chairman stated that there was an allegation in the petition, charging 
the Marquis of Ely with improper interference in the election, and that 
the paper tendered in evidence was admissible on that allegation. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy suggested that the petitioners ought to divide their case 
into the parts applicable to the respective parties against whom charges 
had been brought. 

Mr. A dam stated that his case was so blended together, he could not divide 
it into parts in the way proposed by Mr. Serjeant Taddy ; that if he was 
to adopt that course, he should have to give the same evidence two or 
three times over. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard in reply. 

The Chairman stated that the Committee were of opinion, that the case 
could not be separated. 

Mr. Adam.]— Have you the paper you referred to in the early part of your evi- 
dence? — Yes. 

By whom is it signed ? — -Lottus and Richard Nevill. 

What is the date of the other ? — The 16th June 1806. 

Who are the witnesses? — Frankfort, John Wolfe, Thomas Burgh, Allan 
Mac Lean. 

Is Lord Frankfort dead ? — Yes. 

Is John Wolfe dead ? — Yes. 

Is Thomas Burgh dead? — Yes. 

Is Allan Mac Lean dead ?— Yes. 

Do you know the hand-writing of Lord Frankfort ?— No. 

Which do you know ?— Allan Mac Lean. 

Is that the hand-writing of Allan Mac Lean the attesting witness to that paper ?— 
Yes, it is. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy.] — Have you ever seen Allan Mac Lean write? — Yes. 

Did you know him in his lifetime ? — I did. 

And have seen him write? — Yes. 

You believe it to be his writing ?— Yes. 

Mr. Adam.] —Do you believe that to be the hand- writing of Lord Ely ? — Yes. 

Do you believe that to be the hand-writing of Nevill ?— Yes. 

Put it in. {The same was handed in and part read, as follows?) 

“ We adopt, continue, ratify and confirm the within agreement, in the presence 
of our mutual friends hereto. 

“ Dublin, June 16th, 1806. “ Ely. Nevill." 

“ Frankfort. John Wolfe. 

“ Thomas Burgh. Allan Mac Lean?' 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy.] — Do you know whether the persons who have signed the 
second agreement are living? — I do not know that except as to Mr. Wolfe. 

175. B 4 Do 
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John Cornwall, 
Esq. 

4 March, 
1830. 



Do you know anything of the names of the four persons annexed to that paper? — 
I do not know any of the parties who are witnesses to it. I only know that Mr. 
Wolfe is dead, and that his son enjoys his property, and lives in his mansion. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, that although the two agreements were on the 
same paper, that the proof of the hand-writing of the attesting witness to 
one would not authenticate the other, although the second referred to the 
first. 

Mr. Adam was heard on the other side. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated that he had no objection to the paper being read 
merely as a paper. 

It was therefore agreed that the paper should be read to-morrow morning. 

[The Witness withdrew.'] 




Veneris, 5“ die Martii, 1830. 
HENRY CLIVE, ESQUIRE, 

IN THE CHAIR. 



Francis Leigh. 



5 Inarch, 
1830. 



The names of the Committee were called over ; all present. 

Francis Leigh, Esq. was called in ; and having been sworn, was Examined by Mr. 

Adam, as follows : 

DID you ever know Mr. George P. Bushe? — I have seen him often. 

Were you acquainted with him ? — No further than bowing. 

John Wolfe? — I have often seen him also. 

Henry Allcock ? — I knew him very well, he lived in my house. 

C. P. Leslie ?— He was my uncle ; of course I knew him. 

Are all these gentlemen I have enumerated, dead ? — Yes, they are ; my uncle has 
been dead many years. ( The agreement was handed to the witness.') 

Look at that paper, and see if it has the signature of C. P. Leslie?— Yes, to my 
firm belief, it is his hand-writing ; I can venture most positively to say it is his hand- 
writing ; but his son is in town, and can speak to it. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Wigram. 

Have you ever seen Mr. Leslie write?— Yes, I have had many letters from him, 
and lived in his house many years. 

Mr. Harrison.] — Were you privy to, or acquainted with, this contract, and others 
made in the borough of Wexford?— No further than having heard them ; I never 
was a witness to any of them. 

You are a freeman?— I am a freeman of Wexford. 

Have vou any relatives also that are freemen ?— Upon my word I suppose I 

Were you canvassed for your vote upon this last occasion ? — I cannot say I was 
not • I may venture to say I was. 

Will you have the goodness to tell me who canvassed you? — The friends of Sir 
Edward Dering, and 1 was also canvassed by some friends of Lord Ely. 

Do you recollect who those friends were ? — I had a letter upon the subject from 
the mayor, Mr. George Reid, who was here yesterday. I think he was one who 
wrote to me upon the subject. . 

Do you mean Mr. George Reid, who was the mayor and returning officer ?— 

Yes. 

Have you that letter?— No, I have not. 

Had you any other letter from any other person ? — I declare I think not. 

What has become of that letter of Mr. Reid’s ? — I thought it of no consequence 
and put it into the fire. — , . ^ 

What was the purport of it? — I recollect the letter I had irom Mr. Reid was to 
require I should resign my burgess-ship, which I did. 
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Mr. Starkie. T— Are you sure you burnt that letter? — Yes, I am ; 1 have it not. 
Did you butn it?— Yes, I am confident of it ; it was giving me the form of my 
resignation in hopes I should resign my burgess-ship, which I did, and regained my 

^U^Harrison .]— Was any reason stated for your resigning ?— The reason stated 
was that it was Lord Ely’s wish that I should resign ; and it was the understanding 
it was Lord Ely’s wish that made me do it. _ 

That induced you, in consequence of the receipt of that letter, to resign ?— ‘•It die.. 
Why did you consider yourself under any obligation to resign upon that applica- 
t : on ? — I considered myself under the greatest obligations to the family of Lord 
Ely •' he has served me in many particulars. I have often represented the town of 
Wexford in the Irish Parliament and in this; I was the -member upon the Union 

that came to this Parliament. f l, . T ... 

Did you represent the borough upon what was called Lord Ely s interest r I did. 
You considered yourself representing it in his interest r Yes, with the sanction 
and consent of Mr. Nevill. ' ' 

You were a member upon Lord Ely s interest?: Yes. . 

You represented the borough at the time of the Union ? I did. 

And came over here ? — Yes. 

In what manner were you appointed a freeman ; was it at any request of your 
own ?— No ; I certainly may say it was through Lord Ely s wish, with the appro- 
bation of Mr. Nevill. , , , . , 

Do you know whether you were proposed to be made a burgess, and made 
a burgess previous to any application to yourself ?-I never made any application. 

Were you one of those nominated or proposed by Lord Ely? 1 look upon 
myself to have been one of those on that side. , 

And you were proposed and elected a freeman without any application made on 
your part, or any previous application ?- Yes ; I was made a freeman sixty years 
Lo • I was made a freeman when I was a child ; I was mayor of Wexford at the 
lime of the Rebellion ; I was turned out of my office by the rebels. 

You were made a freeman very young ?— Yes, I do not recollect when. 

After that you were made what is called a burgess ? 1 es. 

In whose interest, or by whose recommendation, do you happen to know, you 
were made a burgess ; by the recommendation, or nominated, in fact, as a burgess 

by one side or the other. \ . . , , „ 

Mr. Serjeant Toddy.']— Do you know any thing of your own knowledge, were you 

present? — No. „ , . T 

You only know what you were told ."—I understood I was. 

did you consider it yourself?— (Mr. Serjeant Taiiy?)— His 

consideration is not evidence. , 3 

Mr. Harrison .] — By whom were you informed you were made a burgess f— 

1 Hadyou any conversation with Lord Ely upon the subject ’—Upon my oath 1 do 
not recollect. 

When did you resign?— Not very long ago. .... V- 

Committee.'] — Since the last election ’—Yes. I did not vote at the last election. 
Mr Harrmni ] — Do I understand you correctly, that you considered yourself as 
bound to resign, in honour, at the request of Mr Reid the mayor in consequence 
of having been nominated by Lord Ely’s , merest ?-M, principal motive for re- 
signing was, that I did not wish to be a member of a council where the two leading 
people in it thought proper to dift'er in opinion. 1 looked upon mysell as a trustee 
for both, and in consequence of that I resigned. , , ra . 

Do you know who canvassed your brother ?— No 1 do not 1 have “ ° ' 

but they were both in England at the time of the election. 1 hey are both freemen 

of Wexford. , , ... .. 

Cross-Examined by Mr. Serjeant laddy. 

Then vou loved peace, rather than war ? Yes. 

You considered yourself a trustee for both, and did not wish to take part in any 

You were turned out by the rebels, and when they began the legal war yon re, 
signed? — Yes. 

You loved peace and were at rest ?-— ^ es. 

r The Agreement was handed in, and read, as follows .] 

r “It 

i7<;. ^ 
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“ It is agreed between Lord Loftus and Mr. Nevill, that a cordial union 
shall subsist between them in the borough of Wexford, which is to be continued 
to their issue male, and in failure thereof to the nominees, to whom each of 
them respectively shall bequeath his interest ; each to have one member of 
parliament, mayors, & c. alternately, but each mayor to act in trust for both 
parties, to keep up their common interest. The burgesses in like manner to 
be chosen alternately, equal numbers of freemen to be made, and all expenses 
to be borne equally, and, as far as each can effect, to make their friends equally 
trustees for both parties ; and in cases of minority, this agreement to be fulfilled 
by the guardians. 

“ Signed at Dublin, “ Loftus. 

May 6, 1789, “ R d Nevill .” 

“ G. P. Bushe. John Wolfe. 

“ Henry Alcoek. Charles Powell Leslie .” 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy, protested against the agreement or the letters of Lord 
Ely being considered evidence against the sitting Member. 

[The Witness withdrew.] 

John Cornwall, Esquire, was again called in ; and having been sworn, was further 
Examined by Mr. Adam, as follows. 

HAVE you a letter bearing date the 4th of April 1806, from Lord Ely to 
Mr. Nevill ? — I have. 

Who is it signed by ? — Lord Ely. 

Whose hand-writing is it? — The present Marquis of Ely. 

Put it in. 

[The same was handed in, and read as follows :] 

“ My dear Nevill, Dublin, 4th April 1826. 

“ I take the earliest opportunity the late melancholy event would permit, to 
write to you on the subject of the town of Wexford, and to express my sincere 
wish that we should act together, on the same cordial footing and on the same 
terms that subsisted between you and my poor father. 

“ Believe me, always most sincerely yours, 

“ Ely.” 

Have you a paper that bears date 30th November 1800? — Yes, I have. 

By whom was that signed? — By Lord Ely and Mr. Nevill. 

Whose hand-writing is the word “ Ely.;” whose do you believe it be ? — I should 
think it must be the late Lord Ely's, I do not think it is the present. 

Do you believe it to be the late Lord Ely’s ? — I think it is. 

Do you believe it is ? 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy.'] — Did you ever see him write? — No. 

Mr. Adam.] — Did you ever receive letters from him ? — No : the other name is 
Nevill. 

Whose hand-writing is that ? — Richard Nevill's hand-writing. 

[The Witness withdrew.] 

Francis Leigh, Esquire, was again called in ; and further Examined 
by Mr. Adam, as follows : 

LOOK at that paper, and tell me whose hand -writing you believe the word “ Ely” 
to be? — I believe it is the late Lord Ely’s, but I will not be positive; I do not 
know his hand very well. 

Have you often seen him write ? — Yes. 

Do you believe it to be his writing? — I should think so. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy.] — Have you seen the late Lord Ely write? — Yes ; I have 
seen them both write. 

Have you seen the late Lord Ely write more than once? — Yes, indeed I have ; 
I have had letters from him on different subjects. 

Have you seen him afterwards upon the subject of those letters? — Yes, I have; 
and I believe I should know his hand-writing, but I would not venture to swear 
to it. 

Have 
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Have you sufficient knowledge, upon your oath, to be able to speak to it ?— Yes, Franck Leigh, 
I consider I have Esq- 

Mr. Adam.] — You believe it to be his lordship’s hand-writing ? — Yes. ' ^ 

5 March, 

[The same was handed in and read , as follows :] ‘S3 0 - 

“ The representation of the town of Wexford having been limited by the 
articles of Union to one member, Lord Ely and Mr. Nevill have agreed to 
take the return of suGh member by alternate succession of Parliaments. The 
return of the first member shall be decided pursuant to the proclamation on 
Monday the 1st of December; and the party in whose favour such return 
shall be so decided, shall fill all vacancies that may arise by death or other- 
wise, during the period of the first Imperial Parliament. And the other party 
shall have the return for the succeeding Parliament ; and shall fill all vacancies 
that may arise by death or otherwise during that period. And so on in alter- 
nate succession of Parliaments. 

“ Dated 30th November 1800. u 



“We adopt, continue, ratify and confirm the within agreement, in the 
presence of our mutual friends, subscribers hereto. 

“ Dublin, June 16th, 1806. £! 



Frankfort. 

1 Thomas Burgh. 



John Wolfe. 

Allan MacLean." 
[The witness withdrew .] 



John Cornwall, Esquire, was again called in ; and further Examined John Cornwall, 

by Mr. Adam, as follows: Ea< l- 

HAVE you a letter of the 1 3th of September 1788 ? — I have. 

Will you look at it, and tell me who it is signed by, if you know? — 1 cannot 
prove that. 

Have you a letter of the 27th June 1776? — No, I have not. 

[The witness withdrew.] 



Francis Leigh, Esquire, was again called in ; and further Examined Francis Leigh, 

by Mr. Adam, as follows : Es< l- 

LOOK at that letter, ( handing a letter to the witness, dated the 17th June 1776.) 
and tell me whose hand-writing you believe it to be ? — I declare I cannot say that 
this is the late Mr. Tottenham’s hand-writing. 

Do you know what the late Lord Ely’s name was, before he was called to the 
peerage ? — His original name was Tottenham, and upon succeeding to the Loftus 
property, he was Tottenham Loftus. 

What was his Christian name r — Charles. 

Tell me your belief, whether it is the hand-writing of the late Lord Ely r — Upon 
the oath I have taken, I cannot tell ; I do not remember ever seeing him sign his 
name as Tottenham ; I should know his name as signing Ely, but it puzzles me 
very much ; I thought it was another Charles Tottenham, I do not know at all. 

[A letter of the 13 th of September 1788, was handed to the witness.] 

Whose hand-writing is the name of “ Loftus” ? — I believe it is his hand- writing. 

[The witness withdrew.] 

[The same was handed in and read, as follaivs :] 

“ My dear Nevill, Rothfa" Castle, Sept. 13th, 1788. 

“ I purpose being at Wexford on the 29th, and would with great pleasure 
make your house my way, but have business on the other road. I mean to dine 
at Ogles on the 27th, and leave it early on the 29th; do you intend being 
there, as I wish to settle with you about the making a few freemen ? my two 
sons, with a few friends that can be depended upon. If we made between us 
twenty or thirty, it would be for the present quite sufficient. There never 
can be a more opportune time, all quiet, and it is in my opinion absolutely 
C 2 necessary. 
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necessary. I think also it would be right for both our sakes and our family, 
that our mutual friends should declare that they are to give mutual support 
to each other. Neither of us wish for more than half the corporation, our 
inclinations as well as our interests should put this upon a lasting basis ; every 
person views the corporation of Wexford as our joint property. I trust you 
will yet have a son to succeed you ; if not, it will be right to say whom you 
would have that power handed down to, whether daughter or brother, that 
these mutual friends may continue that trust. Whilst we stand warmly united, 
(and I see no possibility of a difference) no power united can do us any harm. 
Their only prospects would be, from any jealousy subsisting between us, let us 
put that beyond possibility ; the best way will be, to let us meet with some 
of our most marked friends and make them our guarantees, together with a 
declaration to them from us of our intention. I would wish you to be at Wex- 
ford ; I can talk more plainly to you than I could venture to write. There are 
two persons who wish to raise a dust for political reasons, we can effectually 
put a stop to their plans. Let me have a line from you. I wish you would 
come here for a few days, I’ll give you a warm bed and very little light. 
Present my compliments to Mrs. Nevill. 

Believe me, very sincerely yours, 

“ Loftus .” 

Sohn Cornwall, Esquire, was again called in ; and Examined 
by Mr. Adam, as follows : 

WILL you have the goodness to produce a letter of the 20th of August 1812. 

[The witness produced the same .] 

Whose hand writing is that in?- — The present Lord Ely’s. 

[ The same was read, as follows :] 

“ My dear Nevill, Ely Lodge, 20th August 1812. 

“ I have received your letters, and conceive the only way of forcing the pay- 
ment of the tolls is by enforcing the rights of the corporation and commencing 
a suit for that purpose, which I conceive the funds of the corporation perfectly 
adequate to meet. 

“ Believe me sincerely yours, 

“ Ely." 

Have you one of the 29th of August 1812? — Yes. 

In whose hand-writing is that letter? — In the present Marquis of Ely’s. 

Put it in. 

[The same was handed in and read, as follows:'] 

“ My dear Nevill, Ely Lodge, August 29th, 1812. 

“ By the hint I have received I am confident a blow is meditated against us 
in Wexford ; you know as well as I do that there is no one in the town capable 
of any serious exertion, you must therefore, when necessity requires it, act 
from yourself. Roper, I should think, in Dublin, the best person to consult; all 
these difficulties, unless we are able and willing to give more time up to this 
pursuit, should convince you that to maintain our ground will require more 
attention and residence than we can possibly give to it ; at least I speak for 
myself, for it will be impossible for me to move from home, near 400 miles, to 
be present at the swearing in the mayor. I shall write to Kennedy to send the 
freemen to Wexford the 29th, and I hope you will be there, as you are going 
down some few days before it, that you may see how the land lies. 

Believe me very sincerely, 

“ Ely." 

“ I shall have a well-aired bed for you when you come down with Roper.” 
Now the letter of the 1 8th of September 1812 ? — I have it. 

Whose hand-writing is it ? — The present Marquis of Ely. 

Put it in. 

[The same was handed in and read, as follows :] 

“ My dear Nevill, Ely Lodge, 18th September 1812. 

“ I am most willing, to come to an agreement with you about Wexford ; the 
sum you have offered is scarcely more than the next return is worth ; the best 

way 
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way is for each of us to appoint a friend, and let them decide, taking all the 
bearings of the case into consideration, what 1 should receive, and I would 
rather dispose to you for considerably less than to any other individual. 

I hope to see you and Roper down here in October, and I hope by that time 
something final may be settled ; but I could not take the sum you have offered ; 
in the mean time I think we ought to fill up a burgess each on the 29th. 
Jacob is mine, and the remainder after we meet. I shall write to Kennedy to 
send the freemen to Wexford. 

“ Believe me very sincerely yours, 

“ Ely." 

Now, the 23d of August 1816?— I have it. 

Whose hand-writing is it? — The present Marquis of Ely. 

Put it in. 

[ The same was handed in and read, as follows :] 

“ My dear Nevill, Ely Lodge, 23d August 1816. 

“ I saw at the first brush there was no use in writing to the Board, and 
I answered Reade’s letter; but I shall write again to-night. We really must 
in future contrive to appoint men who are resident , or we may be taken by 
surprise ; and this regulation will set the malcontents on the alert. I really 
think we shall find great difficulty in filling our corporate offices ; and those who 
are not resident, and to whom it is no object, would, I am convinced, resign, if 
either of us expressed a wish on the subject. What between the infirm, the 
wavering and the non-residents, I see no other mode of keeping our ground. 

“ Yours truly, 

“ Ely" 

Now, the 27th of August 1816? — It is here. 

Whose hand-writing is it 1 ? — The present Lord Ely’s. 

Hand it in. 

. [The same was handed in and read, as follows :] 

“ My dear Nevill, Ely Lodge, August 27, 1816. 

“ On looking over the list of burgesses, I conceive it to be my turn, and not 
yours, to nominate the next burgess, vacate by the death of Jacob ; and I beg 
no election may take place until that point is cleared up. If you think other- 
wise, I will send you the list as I conceive it stands. You have appointed since 
the death of my father Jive , and I have only appointed four. 

“ I agree with you that something should be done respecting the corporation. 

I am not sure that a council, if it succeeded, could accomplish what we wish ; 
and if we failed it w'ould inevitably open the borough, and we ought at all 
events to be well prepared before such an experiment. 

“ Yours truly, 

“ Ely.” 

Now the 1st of September 1816? — It is here; it is in the hand-writing of the 
present Marquis of Ely. 

[ The same was handed in and read, as follows .-] 

“ My dear Nevill, Ely Lodge, 1st September 1816. 

“ On the other side is the list of the burgesses made since my father’s death, 
by which, if correct, it is undoubtedly my turn to nominate to the vacant bur- 
gess-ship. John Jacob was not appointed by me, he having declined my overture, 
alleging that he and his family had always considered themselves as attached to 
your interest. Charles Jacob mentioned this very circumstance to a friend 
of mine. 

“ I have written to Towell, to say he is to succeed Reade as mayor of 
Wexford. You ought certainly to go down. 

“ Yours truly, 

“ Ely. 

Mr. Nevill appointed Charles Jacob. (1) 

2. Lord Ely - ditto - Henry Archer. 

3. Mr. Nevill - ditto - Ralph Boyd. (2) 

4. Mr. Roper - - - - Mutual. 

> 75 - Cj 3. Mr. 
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5. Mr. Nevill appointed Mr. Le Hunte. (3) 

6. Lord Ely - ditto - Rev. Mr. Eastwood. 

7. Mr. Nevill - ditto - P. N. King, Esq. (4) 

8. Lord Ely - ditto - John Towell. 

“ Thus you have appointed four, and I have only appointed three, therefore 
it is my nomination next.” 

Now the 4th of September 1816? — Yes, I have it; it is in the hand-writing of 
the present Lord Ely. 



“ My dear Nevill, Ely Lodge, 4th September 1816. 

“ I shall write to Reade this post to bring him over. When will the election 
for burgess take place ? as I have not as yet considered who I shall nominate : 

I suppose it must be some one now near the town. 

“ Yours sincerely, 

“ -%•” 

Now the 13th of September 1816 ?— It is in the hand- writing of Lord Ely. 

Put it in. 

[ The same was handed in and read, as follows :] 

“ Dear Nevill, Ely Lodge, 13th September 1816. 

“You stated that I had in 1812 elected four burgesses. There were five 
elected at that time, and out of the five I only elected two, namely, Eastwood 
and Towell ; the other three, Mr. Le Hunte, John Jacob, P. N. King, were 
yours, as they expressly declared themselves, and repeated it since : this I can 
positively prove. I am not at present prepared who I should nominate for the 
present vacancy, therefore I should not wish to have any one proposed at the 
meeting of the 21st or 29th : I shall write to my friends to say so. If I pos- 
sibly can I will be the 29th at Wexford, but it will depend on circumstances. 

“ Believe me, very truly yours, 

“ Ely." 

Now the 22d of August 1817?— This is in the present Marquis of Ely’s writing. 

Put it in. 

[The same was handed in and read, as follows:'] 

“ My dear Nevill, Clifton, 22d August 1817. 

“ I do not see why it is imperative on us to follow Dublin in the event of the 
Catholics being admitted free of that corporation. I would dispute every inch 
with them ; if they ever succeed against us, we have the power, so long as non- 
residents are allowed to vote, to check them. I don’t see any necessity for any. 

“ P. S. You will recollect Mr. Roper’s resignation on the 29th. By the 
way, there are several small offices in the corporation, how are they disposed of? 
for I don’t recollect any intimation having been made to me on any vacancy 
occurring, or when any appointment.” 

Now the 26th of September 1817? — It is in the hand-writing of the present 
Marquis of Ely. 

Put it in. 

[The same was handed in and read, as follows :] 



“ My dear Nevill, Clifton, 26th September J 8 1 7. 

“ I wrote to Towell and George Reade to resist all applications on the 29th, 
as I conceived on that day nothing should be done but to swear the mayor in. 
I ordered some freemen in from Loftus Hall. There are some evil spirits at 
work there besides V. Hutton and one who owes me every thing, and some of 
your burgesses ; and I have no doubt we shall have one grand struggle attempted 
to open the corporation, as there was at Limerick ; but I do not think they 
ever will succeed, provided we are prepared, unless the non-residents are 

knockedoffi “Very truly yours, 

“ Ely." 



Now the i st of November 1817 ? — It is here. 

In whose hand-writing is it?— The present Marquis of Ely. 
Put it in. 

[The same was handed in and read, as follows:] 



My 
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“ My dear Nevill, Clifton, November 1st, 1817. 

“ I received your two letters. 1 was glad to find every thing passed off 
quietly on the 29th, as I heard Hutton and others were to make a stir about 
their freedom. I accordingly ordered in some freemen from Loftus Hall, and 
George Reade wrote me word they attended : Alcock, I know, sent them in. 
We should never be off our guard. 1 am glad you approve of Arthur Meadows, 
to whom I have promised my support ; it will help to furnish his new lodge. 

“ Ever yours truly, 

“ Ely.” 

Are you acquainted with the town of Wexford ? — Yes. 

Were you so in 1817 ? — Yes. 

Who was Mr. George Reid ? — He has been mayor of the town several times. 

He was examined here the other day ? — Y es ; he is a relative of Lord Ely’s.. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy. ] — Do you know that? — Yes ; Lord Ely has always stopped 
at his house. 

Mr. Adam.] — Now the 2 2d of September 1817? — This is it. 

In whose hand- writing is it ? — The present Lord Ely’s. 

Put it in. 

[The same was handed in and read, as follows :] 

“ My dear Nevill, Cheltenham, December 22d, 1817. 

“ I am glad to find Daly has succeeded. I have little fear about the writ of 
error, I have much more about the tolls, which those d — m — d papists, with Red- 
mond at their head, have refused to pay, as Meadows has of course informed 
you of. I cannot conceive how they can get over immemorial usage, let them 
put what construction on the word they may. What steps are we to take on 
the occasion ? • of course we must support our mayor. 

“ Believe me faithfully yours, 

Now the 24th of February 1 81 8 ? — It is here. 

In whose hand-writing is it ? — The present Marquis of Ely’s. 

Put it in. 

[ 77 /e same was handed in and read, as follows:] 

“ My dear Nevill, 

“ I have received regularly the progress and copies of the opinions, Black- 
burne’s, &c. relative to the opposition in Wexford, and the counter-petition to 
prevent our patent from Government for holding the markets, and I very much 
fear, from the complexion of the whole, that we shall fail in establishing the 
tolls, especially as Government are lukewarm in the business. The same oppo- 
sition is going on in Dublin and other corporations. If the tolls are lost, and 
if we must pay them, whoever have the nomination will pay during the term he 
holds it, that is, for each Parliament, which will be a very expensive thing indeed. 
I hope at all events that many of the expenses will be curtailed, and dinners 
totally abolished : this should have been done last year, as I hinted. Towell, 
I am sure, must be dead, from the last accounts I got ; I fear they did not bleed 
him in time, as it appeared to me more apoplectic than paralytic. We must fill 
up all the vacancies this summer or we shall get into confusion, and have no one 
to do the business ; for, with the exception of two or three at the most, they are 
as idle and useless a set of men as ever existed, unless the tongue touches 
where the tooth aches. With respect to the Bill for regulating the Assize of 
Bread, nothing is more wanting, and I am very glad to hear that one has been 
brought in for Dublin, and I hope it will extend at least to all corporate towns 
in Ireland. The present mode is, when wheat is high, instead of having a 
standard loaf and rising the price, they diminish the size of the loaf, which is a 
great imposition, especially to the lower classes. I remonstrated on this very 
subject to the Provost of Inniskillen. Is Parliament ” 

The next is dated the 24th of August 1818? — It is in the hand-writing of 
Lord Ely. 

Put it in. 

[ 77 /e same was handed in and read, as follows:] 




' 75 - 
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“ My dear Nevill, Dublin, 24th August 1818. 

“ There will, I fear, be vacancies enough very shortly ; poor Towell is not 
likely to last, and M c Lean most likely will go before him ; so you can come in 
on one of those vacancies. I am sorry we shall not meet on the road, as we 
return to England by the Head. 

“ Meadows has been in town to see me. I think we have a fair chance of suc- 
cess, at least if equity decides ; the law may change and be differently construed, 
but if we have an impartial jury we ought to succeed in our tolls. The decision 
in Oxfordshire, though not a case in point, strengthens our adversaries. I have 
no doubt w'e shall succeed as to non-residents. Should the Papists succeed, in 
time very few corporations will be close. 

“ Ever yours most truly, 

“ Ely” 

Now the 20th of September 1818? — It is in the hand-writing of Lord Ely. 

Put it in. 

[The same was handed in and read, as follows :] 

“ My dear Nevill, Tonbridge Wells, 20th September 1818. 

“ I hope every thing will go on smoothly on the 29th, I have written to 
Meadows to nominate Robert Hughes and Christian Wilson as my burgesses. 
Will you have the goodness to send me any account you may find relative to 
the stained window, as I am going to have a coloured print made from it ; some 
history of its origin will be necessary to accompany it. It is reckoned by those 
of the Academy who have seen it the finest window in England. Now that it 
is up it looks magnificent, and far surpasses any idea I could have formed of it. 

I am just come from Lord Ormonde’s; he tells me they mean to enforce the tolls 
at Kilkenny. I am. sure if we go the right way to work we shall succeed ; the 
worst of our friends is, some are too supine, and others by over-zeal do harm. 

“ Ever yours most faithfully, 

“Ely.” 

Now the 31st of May 1819? — It is here; in the hand-writing of the present 
Marquis of Ely. 

Put it in. 

[The same was handed in and read, as follows :] 

“ My dear Nevill, Tonbridge Wells, 31st May 1819. 

“ I am not surprised Meadows should decline continuing mayor ; we shall 
not find it easy to get one to act without salary, nor indeed is it to be expected. 
It is therefore incumbent upon us to force the trial forward at the next assizes ; 
nor can I see any reason why it ought to be postponed another year, unless it 
is to gratify the opposition, whose interest it is to delay as much as possible the 
decision on our tolls. Either Hughes or Johns will make an excellent mayor. 
Let me know in time upon whom you fix, that my friends may attend. Do you 
send any freemen into Wexford on the day of election, and from whence do 
the S come? ’ “ Ever faithfully, 

“ Ely.” 

Now the 17th of June 1819? — It is here; in the hand-writing of Lord Ely. 

Put it in. 

[The same was handed in and read, as follows :] 

“ My dear Neville, Tonbridge Wells, 17 June 1819. 

“ I believe you must make some mistake, for my freemen attended last 
September, at least 1 ordered them to do so, and paid for. it in. my account. 

“ I shall write by this post to Feathard to order men in on the 29th, and to 
report themselves to George Reade. Tell me the agreement you make with 
your’s about their expenses on such, occasions. 1 see plainly the opposition 
have no chance of success against our tolls ; every exertion ought to be made 
to bring the matter to a decision. I hope no compromise will be entered into 
as matters have gone so far, it would be both injurious and weak in the cor- 
poration to submit to any terms. 1 shall direct this to Wexford, hot knowing 
your route. t( p e jj eve me faithfully, 

“ Ely.” 

Now 
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Now the 6th of July?— It is in Lord Ely’s writing, and whai appears to be the 
answer is a letter in the hand writing of Mr. Nevill. 

You know it to be in the hand-writing of Mr. Nevill ? — Yes. 

{The same was handed in, and read, as follows-]. 

My dear Nevill, 

“ Whoever informed you that my freemen did not attend June twelvemonth 
at Wexford, told you an untruth, for I made it my business to make strict 
inquiry, and I find they were all there with the bailiff ; as to the tolls I plainly 
see we shall never, supposing we ever succeed, be able to enforce their collection 
without such an expense as we could not incur. It therefore becomes us, by 
economy and every other means, not to lessen the little income that remains to 
the corporation, and I certainly would have opposed, upon that principle, the 
proposition of fining down the rent for 400 1. ; I am very glad it was not 
carried, and so I told Meadows. I shall desire Mr. Hare to attend on 
29th September, and consult what it is best for us to do, for I see no use in 
feeing a parcel of lawyers and going to expense, if it appears to those who are 
justified in saying that it would be attended with too much expense to enforce 
the tolls if we ever should succeed ; it becomes then a question whether it be 
not more prudent to give them up at once and save all further trouble and 
expense ; you and I must then come to a new arrangement altogether to sup- 
port our situation, and if proper economy is observed I think it may be done, 
if the worst comes, without any very great sacrifice on our part. I mention all 
this for your consideration ; let me know your opinion, as you are on the 
spot, you must be the best judge of what is most likely to occur. I desired 
Mr. Hare to send Meadows 30/. 

“ Faithfully your’s, 

“ 

Now the 2d September 1819?— This is it. 

In whose hand- writing is it? — The present Lord Ely's. 

Put it in. 

7 he same was handed in, and read, as follows : 

“ (Private.) Tunbridge Wells, September 2d, 1819. 

“ My dear Neville, 

“ I have by this post written a long letter to Meadows, whose zeal I think 
has carried him too far in the appeal he has lately made to the merchants and 
inhabitants of Wexford, the whole of which transactions you are of course fully 
in possession of ; and I hope you will agree with me in thinking it right to 
express your disapprobation of any individual taking upon himself to act in 
opposition to the views of the other members of the corporation, and without 
submitting such views to either you or me. 

“ In the first place, I think it has shewn a timidity in the corporation when 
they call upon the merchants and inhabitants to interfere in their accounts and 
expenditure, which ought to be in the hands of the corporation alone ; at the 
same time that those accounts should be so correctly kept that they should 
appear when necessary before the public. The admitting the inhabitants and 
merchants to audit your accounts, is in fact virtually admitting them as mem- 
bers of the corporation, which at once tramples upon your charter and destroys 
the privileges by which it is supported, opening the door to meetings, com- 
mittees and debates. We are both much indebted to Meadows for the exertion 
and zeal he has shewn in endeavouring to uphold the just rights of the corpo- 
ration ; at. the same time l think his zeal and ambition to serve the corporation 
has got the better of his judgment. I have told him he must confine all new 
measures or propositions to the only two corporate days for transacting business, 
the 29th of June and the 29th of September, and that all extra meetings should 
be avoided. Our object and interest is to preserve as far as we can, union and 
harmony between the members of the corporation, by which its best interests 
will be supported; disunion is much more to be dreaded than any attempt of 
the outward enemies. Redmond and his party care little for either the revenue 
or its application ; the former he well knows is too trilling ; his object, being 
rich, is to strike a blow at the establishment, and any appeal to him (when he 
ought to be kept at arms length), is only giving him a power and a consequence 
1 75- D which 
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which he does not deserve, and from which we can never derive any benefit. 
All these four propositions of Meadows instead, as he says, of raising the 
corporation in public estimation, has to my mind had a direct contrary effect, 
for it has exposed our weakness without gaining any one advantage that it 
held out. I have written a very friendly letter to Meadows on the subject, 
but at the same time disapproving of the steps he has taken. I hope you 
agree with me in those sentiments, and that if you do so, will co-operate in 
expressing them ; let me hear from you fully on this subject ; we must confine 
all business to the two days or there is an end of the corporation. 

<r Ever your’s my dear Nevill, most truly, 

“ Ely 

Now the letter of the 28th January 1818? — It is here, in the present Lord Ely's 
hand-writing. 

Put it in. [The same was handed in, and read, as follows :] 



“ My dear Nevill, Cheltenham, 28 January 1818. 

“ I send you, by Meadows’s desire, the enclosed memorial. He is acting 
very wisely and spiritedly against those rascals in the corporation, and I have 
no doubt of our ultimate success ; but it will, I fear, cost money, though we 
shall be repaid out of the funds of the corporation. You know well how I have 
been obliged to pay 2,000/. on Mr. Roper’s account within this twelvemonth, 
which, with other demands, will prevent me, at the present moment, from 
advancing any serious sums towards defraying the expense of this conflict; 
but I am very ready to pay my share of the expenses, provided you will, in the 
mean time, if it should be necessary, advance the sum for us both. I shall 
write a long letter to Meadows this post on the subject, expressing my hopes 
that every unnecessary expense will be saved, and the funds of the corporation 
nursed as much as possible ; no more dinners, or expenses of that kind, must 
be admitted, for, without the strictest economy, the corporation will not be 
worth preserving. 

“ Meadows has acted so well that I intend appointing him mayor next year 
to follow up what he has so well begun. I do not know what we should have 



done without him. Meye me yery 

“ Ely. 

“ P. S. — Let me know any political news you may hear in town. Is any 
thing to come on about the Princess of Wales.” 



I believe you have one of July 3d, 1820? — Yes; it is in the hand-writing of 
Lord Ely. 

[The same was handed in, and read, as follotos .*] 

“ My dear Nevill, Dublin, July 3, 1823. 

“ I have just received your two letters of the 1 6th of June, sent to England, 
and the 2d of this month. I am very sorry for your accident. I hope it will 
not signify ; but take care of it, and don’t make too free with your leg. I am, 
thank God, well again. Crampton and the change of weather has set me up. 
I am happy to find every thing went on so smoothly at Wexford. As to 
Martin’s bill, I have desired Mr. Hare to pay it. With respect to prosecuting 
the trial, I really think the whole has been so imprudently managed, and cost 
us so much, and the case so bad, that I am against proceeding at present with 
any further trial until we see whether any adjustment may take place. 
Mr. Hare tells me that John Hughes and George Reade are to make out an 
account of what are the real resources of the corporation that we can depend 
upon towards supporting the corporation, when it will be time enough to regu- 
late if any and what further sums it may be necessary for us to pay. As to 
the corporation lands, I think there has been too much disposed of already. 
I am therefore against selling to George Reade, or any one, as we shall be left 
without any resources at all, at least for the present. If it is advisable here- 
after to sell, it may be done. Mr. Hare has my full powers to act for me. 
I will pay whatever is necessary towards Edwards’s bill when it is made out. 

Whose hand-writing is that [handing a letter to the Witness ] ? — Lord Ely’s. 

Put it in. 

[The same was handed in, and read, as follows :] 

“ Dfear 
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“ Dear Sir, Wexford, May 18, 1829. 

“ May I solicit the favour of your kind support of my interest in this 
borough. The friendship of your family, at all times shown to me, induces 
me to request the favour. I am aware that you are not a freeman yourself, 
but still, from your connexion here, you could be of much service. A tenant 
of your’s, of the name of Joseph Gainfort, has expressed every desire to for- 
ward my wishes, provided it meets your approbation. A letter from you that 
it does so, will much oblige 

<} Very sincerely your’s, 

“ Ely." 

Do you know when the last election took place? — Some time in the summer. 

Was it after the 1 8th of May ? — It was some time in May or June last. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy. 

You are an agent of the late Lady Geary r— Not now ; a Mr. Adam is, from 
the year 1825. 

Do you mean you have not been her agent since that time? — No, I was her 
agent and her father’s up to that time. 

Was that at the time you received some office in the revenue ? — ’Yes, it was. 

Since that has taken place you have not acted as her agent? — No, I have not. 
That was one of the conditions on which I was appointed, that I should give up my 
private business. 

Sir Edward Dering was one of the candidates at the last election ? — Yes. 

Fie is her ladyship’s son? — Yes, he is. 

Do you not know that the expense of this petition is borne by her ladyship?— 

I do believe it. 

Do you know Mr. Gooddison, one of the names affixed to this petition?— I do. 
Is he not a tenant of Lady Geary, or Miss Neville ? — \ es. 

Does he not reside 15 or 20 miles from Wexford? — No; he does not reside 
15 or 20 miles from Wexford. 

How many miles ?— About seven or eight. Fie is a farmer of a very large tract 
of land, and a very respectable man, and much esteemed in the town of Wexford. 

Is he not a farmer under Miss Neville ? — Yes. 

Mr. Roper, another of these petitioners, is described as of Rathfarnham Castle, 
in the county of Dublin?— Yes. 

How many miles is that from Wexford?— Seventy or eighty miles. Fie is the 
son of the Recorder of Wexford. 

But he himself resided at Rathfarnham Castle? — Yes. 

Has he been an active agent for the Nevill family ? — His father was an agent of 
the Nevill family, an old and attached friend. 

Has he not been an active agent for them? — No; not an agent to receive 
.payment. 

Flas he not interested himself very warmly for the Nevill family as long as you 
have known him? — Yes. 

And acted on their behalf? — Yes. 

Did he not do so at the last election ? — Yes, I believe he did. 

There is another petitioner, Mr. Montgomery, of the city of Dublin ; does he 
reside. in Dublin? — lie does. 

Who is the gentleman employed for this petition as the solicitor or agent ? • 
I believe Mr. Maguire or Mr. Baker. 

Are they solicitors to Lady Geary ? — It appears so. On this occasion they were 
;down at the election. 

You may know that Mr. Roper was not resident at the time he was admitted; 
he never resided there? — I do not think he ever resided there more than a week or 
so at a time. 

Mr. Montgomery the same? — Yes, 

Re-examined by Mr. Adam. 

Is Mr. Montgomery's name Andrew?— Yes. 

Whose hand-writing is the address of that letter [handing one to the Witness ?] — 
I do not know. 

Are you a freeman yourself? — No ; I am not. 

Nor a burgess, of course? — No. 
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John Cornwall, Committee.']— Y ou know a good deal about Wexford; has Lady Geary much 

property in the town of Wexford ? — Yes. 

About as much as Lord Ely? — Lord Ely has no property in the town, nor in 
^ rch the neighbourhood of it. 

5 ’ Do you happen to know the extent of the boundaries of Wexford ?— No; I do 

not well. 

Can you tell the Committee to whom the tolls of the corporation belong ? — No ; 
I cannot. 

[ The Witness withdrew .] 



Mr. Mr. Thomas Baker was called in ; and having been sworn, was examined 

Thomas Baker. by Mr. Adam, as follows : 

' HAVE you an examined copy of the charter, taken from the original ? — I have. 

Did you examine it yourselt ? — I did. 

Is the paper you have got in your hand an accurate copy of the original Latin 
charter ? — It is. 

Are you familiar with Latin, so as to be able to state it is accurately taken ?— 

I am. 

\The translation was handed ini] 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddif. 

You are familiar with Latin ? — Yes. 

Will you tell me the meaning of the ancient word “ comorantes ;” have you been 
much conversant with ancient charters ? — No. 

Where were you at school ' — I have been at college in Dublin. 

1 suppose in the college in Dublin you read Horace and Virgil ? — Yes. 

And not much of ancient charters ? — No. 

If you were to meet with an ancient charter, with the word “ commorantes,” 
what should you think it meant? — Sojourners. 

Is it so translated here ? — It is. 

Mr. Harrison.] — There is another word “ incole” what do you translate that?— 
Dwellers. 

[The Charter was delivered in, and the following extracts read from the same.] 
James, by the grace of God, of England, Scotland, France and Ireland, 
King, Defender of the Faith, &c. To all to whom these our present letters 
shall come, greeting : Know ye, that we of our special grace and our certain 
knowledge and mere motion, and by the advice of our well beloved and faithful 
counsellor, Arthur Chichester, Knight, our Deputy General of our said King- 
dom of Ireland, and according to the tenor and effect of certain letters of ours, 
signed by our proper hand and under our signet, dated at Westminster the third 
day of March, in the sixth year of our reign of England, France and Ireland, 
and of Scotland the forty- second, directed to our Deputy aforesaid, and now 
inrolled in the rolls of our Chancery of our said Kingdom of Ireland : And also 
at the humble petition of the sovereign bailiffs and burgesses of our town of 
Wexford, We have given and granted, and by these premises for us, our heirs 
and successors, do give and grant unto the sovereign bailiffs and burgesses of 
our town of Wexford aforesaid, or by whatsoever other name the dwellers or 
inhabitants of the town or borough aforesaid may be named, called or known, 
that the aforesaid town or borough of Wexford aforesaid, together with the 
suburbs of the same, and the whole extent or space of land and water within 
the ancient limits, bounds or franchises of the said town or borough in the 
county of Wexford, be for ever hereafter a free borough, corporate of itself, 
and shall for ever hereafter be called and known by the name of The Town 
or Free Borough of Wexford : And that the said town and borough shall 
be one body, incorporate and politic in deed and name, created and made 
of the dwellers or inhabitants of the said town or borough, consisting of 
one mayor, two bailiffs, free burgesses and community ; and that there shall 
be only twenty-four free burgesses in the said town or borough of which 
the mayor and bailiffs for the time being shall be three ; and to the in- 
tent that hereafter it may appear that the aforesaid body so incorporated 
now, from the beginning is founded and composed of just and honest per- 
sons, of our special grace and of our certain knowledge and mere motion, 

we 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



COMMITTEE ON WEXFORD ELECTION PETITION. 



3J+3 



we do for us, our heirs and successors, by these presents, make, con- 
stitute and ordain John Turner mayor of the same town or borough of 
Wexford, from the day of the date of these letters patent to the feast of Saint 
Michael the Archangel next following: And also we make, constitute and 
ordain by these presents, Walter Cheever and William Talbot, bailiffs of the 
same town or borough for the same time to the feast of Saint Michael the 
Archangel abovesaid : And Patrick Furlong, Nicholas Sinnot, Edward Turner, 
John Brown, John Whitty, Walter Talbot, Robert Talbot, Francis Bryan, 
Rodger Canton, James Stafford, David Hay, Richard Veale, William Wadding, 
Nicholas Stafford, Leonard Boland, Patrick Turner, Nicholas Devereux, 
Jasper Stafford, Mark Cheever, James Turner, and William Walsh, being of 
the belter and more discreet men of and in the town or borough aforesaid, 
we do make and constitute free burgesses of the town or borough aforesaid ; 
which one-and- twenty free burgesses, together with the mayor and bailiffs of 
the same town or borough for the time being, shall make the common council 
of the said town or borough ; and all other freemen residing, or that shall here- 
after reside, in or under the said town or borough, we do make, constitute and 
ordain the community of the said town or borough of Wexford ; and also of 
our more abundant special grace, of our certain knowledge and mere motion, 
we give, grant and confirm to the aforesaid mayor, bailiffs, burgesses and com- 
munity of the said town or borough of Wexford, that they and their successors 
for ever be one body politic and incorporate in deed and in name, and the 
aforesaid mayor, bailiffs, free burgesses and community, and their successors, 
we do by these presents fully make, create, establish and unite into one body 
politic and incorporate, to continue for ever ; and that the aforesaid body so 
incorporated shall for ever be named and known by the name of Mayor, 
Bailiffs, free Burgesses, and Community of the Town or Borough of Wexford, 
and that by the same name they and their successors for ever may and shall 
be fit and capable in law to make, contract and receive all and all manner of 
grants, donations and perquisites, as any other natural person or body politic 
any way lawfully may or can ; and likewise that they and their successors, by 
the name of mayor, bailiffs, burgesses and community of the town or borough 
of Wexford aforesaid, may plead or be impleaded, answer or be answered, 
before us, our heirs and successors, and before any justices, commissioners and 
judges of us, our heirs and successors whatsoever, as well ecclesiastic as secular, 
in any of our courts whatsoever, or those of our heirs or successors erected or 
to be erected, in and concerning all manner of actions, real, personal or mixed, 
suits, plaints and demands whatsoever, against them or by them anywise to be 
prosecuted or demanded ; and furthermore of our special grace and out of our 
certain knowledge and mere motion, we will, and by this our present charter, 
for us, our heirs and successors, do grant to the aforesaid mayor, bailiffs, free 
burgesses and community of the said town or borough, and their successors, 
that the aforesaid mayor and bailiffs be for ever after the said feast of Saint 
Michael the Archangel next coming, yearly elected.” 

“ And if any of the said free burgesses shall die, or be removed from his 
freedom in the said town or borough. That then the mayor and bailiffs and 
other free burgesses and community, or the greater part of them, from time to 
time may choose another fit person into the place of such free burgess so de- 
ceased or removed.” 

“ And that every other mayor and bailiffs which hereafter shall be chosen 
into the said town or borough, according to the tenor of these presents, on the 
feast of Saint Michael the Archangel next after their election, may take and re- 
ceive the oath above mentioned, before the mayor of the said town or borough' 
who preceded him in that office the year before going, in the presence of the 
free burgesses and community of the same town or borough, or the greater 
part of them, in the Tholsel of the same town or borough ; and that every free: 
burgess and freeman who by these presents have been constituted, or hereafter 
shall be chosen and admitted into the freedom of the said town or borough, 
take and receive before the mayor and bailiffs of the said town or borough tor 
the time being, so many and such oaths as have been anciently used and ad- 
ministered to the free burgesses and freemen in the said town or borough.” 

Mr. Adam .] — Did you examine the paper I have in my hand with the original 
charter in the Rolls in Ireland ? — I did. 

175 D 3 Is 
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Is this copy a correct copy r — It is. [The same was handed in and the following 
passage read:] 

“ Henry, by the grace of God King of England and France and Lord of 
Ireland: To all to whom these letters shall come, greeting; We have the 
charter of Ademar De Valence, late Earl of Pembroke and Lord of Wexford 
and Montiniac, Old Liberties granted to the burgesses of W exford, and made 
and sealed with his seal as is said in these words : 

“ Know ye present and future, that we Adomar De Valence, Earl of, Pem- 
broke, Lord of Wexford and Montinac, have granted to our burgesses of 
Wexford the liberties underwritten, to be had and held of us and our heirs for 
ever : Imprimis, viz,” 



Mr. Charles Jacob was called in ; and having been sworn, was Examined by 
Mr, Harrison, as follows : 

YOU are resident in Wexford? — Not now. 

You have resided in Wexford ? — I have. 

At what period of your life was it? — Till about about six years ago I have always 
resided at W exford. 

Are you a freeman of the borough of Wexford ?— I am. 

Are you also a burgess of the borough of Wexford ? — I am. 

I understood you to say, you had resided in Wexford constantly, till about six 
years ago ?— Yes. 

Were you in the habit of taking an active part in what was going on in the cor- 
poration ? — I was. 

Were you in the habit constantly, when not prevented by illness and accidental 
causes, of attending the corporate meetings ? — Yes ; I was with my father. 

When were you admitted a freeman? — In 1801. 

When did you become a burgess? — In 1807. 

Have you generally been in the habit of attending the corporate meetings in the 
borough? — Yes. 

Of course you must be familiar with the proceedings of the corporation ? — I was. 

Were you also acquainted with the manner in which the corporate affairs were 
conducted with reference to the admission of freemen ? — I was. 

Do you remember batches uf freemen ; by batches I mean a considerable num- 
ber of freemen together, being made at different periods in different years ? — I do. 

Do you recollect any batch of freemen being made in 1 795 ? — I do. 

Do you recollect also a batch being made in 1813? — I do. 

You were not a freeman in 1795 ? — No. 

But you recollect that batch being made? — Yes. 

Was your father a member of the corporation ? — Yes ; he was mayor about that 
time ; I do not know whether he was mayor at that immediate time, but it was 
about that time, I could not say he was mayor in 1795, but he was about that time. 

And your father being mayor, led you to take an interest in what was going on 
in the corporation ? — It did, I knew something about it. 

Do you recollect another batch of freemen being made in 1813 ? — I do. 

Were you yourself present in the court at a corporate meeting, on each of the 
days when those batches were made r — I was. 

Were the persons who were made freemen in 1 795, all, or any of them, present 
in the assembly, at the time they were made ? — I could not tell. 

Can you state with reference to 1813, whether the freemen who were made on 
that day were present at the meeting or not ? — I could say there were some of them 
that were not. 

You cannot identify the freemen upon either of those occasions, to say who was 
present or not ? — I cannot. 

In what manner were they proposed and seconded, and elected ? — A list was 
called over and proposed by a person, and it was seconded, and then it was put to 
the poll. 

By whom was the list called over? — By the mayor. 

Upon the list being called over, somebody proposed, and then somebody 
.Seconded ? — Yes. 

Do you know any thing of how that list was delivered to the mayor, or by whom, 

and 
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and in what way it came to the mayor’s hands? — It was settled before in 1813, it 
was arranged who was to be made free. 

By whom was it so arranged ? — By Mr. Nevill. 

Was it arranged by Mr. Nevill and anybody with him, or by Mr. Nevill alone? — 
We met together in 1813 before we showed the list. 

Who met together? — Mr. Nevill and a few of the corporation met together 
before he showed me the list in 1 8 1 3, of who was to be made free. 

You say you met together, some of the members of the corporation, and Mr. 
Nevill showed you the list ; can you recollect anybody else being present? — No. 

The list was shown you by Mr. Nevill ? — Yes. 

In 1795, do you know by whom the list was made then? — No. 

When you state the list was delivered to the mayor and read, and that it was 
proposed and seconded ; in what manner w-ere the freemen in that list elected, was 
the question put upon each individual freeman, or in what way was it done? — The 
names were read over ; As many as were of opinion this man should be free, say, 
Aye ; the contrary No. 

Then am I to understand there was no question put to the assembly upon each 
individual name, but the question was, That as many as are of opinion that those 
persons should be free, should say Aye? — Yes. 

They were elected together in a lump? — Yes ; in a body. 

Was it the same in 1813; was it done in the same way ? — Yes ; in the same way; 
You have no recollection of course of the individual names of those elected in 
1813 ? — No, I have not. 

Do you know who arranged that list put into the hands of the mayor ? 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy.~\ — Were you present when it was arranged? — No, I was not. 
Mr. Harrison.'] — Of course you know Mr. Reid? — -Yes. 

Was Mr. Reid present? — I do not know. 

Do you know Lord Ely ? — I do. 

Did you ever meet Lord Ely, or were you present when Lord Ely was present 
upon any list, or either of those lists being proposed ? — No, never. 

In whose interest were you in the corporation? — In Mr. Nevill’s interest. 

Are you acquainted with the manner in which the mayor and bailiffs were nomi- 
nated, or elected ? — I am. 

Was any previous arrangement made vrith reference to who was to be mayor, 
and who was to be bailiff before the corporate assembly met for the election ? 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy.\ — Were you present at any such arrangement ? — 

Mr. Harrison.]— Do you know of any arrangement made previous to the 
electing of any mayor or bailiff, as to who should be the persons elected? — When 
I was elected myself before that, I got a letter from Mr. Nevill, wishing me to be 
mayor ; he generally wrote down w hen he wished for a mayor, he wrote for who- 
ever he wished to fill the situation. 

Did any body else write? — Never to my knowledge. 

You in fact, were in Mr. Nevill’s interest? — Yes. 

Do you of your own knowledge, know whether in the instances of elections of 
mayor and bailiffs, it was settled before and by anybody, who were to be the per- 
sons elected ? —Never ; but that letters would be written at different times, and 
letters were w ritten to me at different times by Mr. Nevill. 

Have you served the office of mayor more than once ? — Yes, I have. 

And upon those occasions you were written to, to know if you would serve the 
office of mayor ? — Yes. 

If you signified you agreed to serve the office, were you in consequence of that 
proposed at the meeting ? — I was. 

You yourself therefore was never personally a candidate for the office?— Never. 
Do you recollect which was the first year in which you served the office of mayor ? 
-—In 1813. 

Do you remember who was the mayor in the year preceding? — No, I do not. 

Do you recollect the gentleman who was mayor in the next year? — No, I do not. 
Do you know Mr. Reid? — I do. 

Can you recollect whether he was the mayor who preceded you and followed 
you ? — No ; I cannot. 

In whose interest was Mr. Reid ? — In Lord Ely’s interest. 

Do you know Mr. Hughes ? — I do. 

In whose interest w ! as Mr. Hughes? — In Lord Ely’s. 

Do you know Mr. Meadows ? — I do. 
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Mr. In whose interest was Mr. Meadows ?— Sometimes he was in Mr. Nevill’s, and 

Charles Jacob. sometimes in Lord Ely's. 

J Have both those gentlemen served the office of mayor ? — They have. 

5 March-, I think I understood you to say you knew Lord Ely ? — 1 do. 

1&30. Was Lord Ely in the habit of attending the meetings of the corporation ? — Not 

latterly. 

About what year did Lord Ely discontinue his attendance upon corporate meet- 
ings ; did he attend the corporate meetings till within a few years? --Yes. 

.Who has attended corporate meetings since Lord Ely was in the habit of attend- 
ing?— Mr. Hare. 

You are speaking of the present Lord Ely? — Yes. 

Do you recollect when Mr. Hare began to attend for Lord Ely? — No ; but some 
few years back. 

Up to the time that Mr. Hare began to attend the corporate meetings was Lord 
Ely frequent or constant in his attendance ? — Yes, he was. 

Constant? — Yes; sometimes he would be absent, but generally he was there 
with Mr. Nevill. 

Did he take an active part, as well as Mr. Nevill, in the proceedings of the 
day ? — He did. 

Did he himself, upon any occasion, propose a gentleman to serve the office of 
mayor or bailiff? — I believe he did ; but I do not recollect to a certainty. 

But his attendance was frequent and almost constant up to the time of Mr. 
Hare’s attending? — Yes. 

Do you know in whose interest Mr. Hare attended ? — Yes, for Lord Ely. 

Subsequent to the time of Lord Ely’s discontinuing his attendances, has Mr. 
Hare attended constantly ? — He has. 

Did Mr. Hare take an active part in the proceedings of the day when any cor- 
porate assemblies met? — Yes, he did. 

Living in the place, you must have been in the habit of communicating with 
your brother freemen and brother burgesses upon what was going on ? — I did. 

Do you know from your own personal knowledge whether the freemen and bur- 
gesses were ever consulted or canvassed as to who were to serve the offices of mayor 
or bailiff; were they consulted at all, as to who they wished ? — Yes, they were. 

Were the freemen ever consulted as to the persons to be selected for mayor or 
bailiff? — Never. 

Were the burgesses and common council ever consulted for the same purpose? — 
They were asked by Mr. Nevill ; he fixed on who was to be mayor and bailiff. 

Were they told by Mr. Nevill or Lord Ely, who were to be mayor or bailiffs, or 
w ere they asked who they wished ? — Oh, they were never asked who they wished ; 
that had been decided before. 

Then, as I understand you to say, the opinions of the freemen and burgesses 
were not consulted, but they were told who were to be the mayor and bailiffs ? — Yes. 

That applied to all burgesses as well? — Yes, exactly. 

Do you recollect the tolls of the coporation becoming the subject of a suit? — I do. 

Did the corporation ultimately lose the tolls ? — They did. 

Do you happen to know, after the loss of those tolls, who paid the expenses of 
the corporation. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy.\ — Were you present when the expenses were paid? — No. 

Mr. Harrison .] — Though you were never present when any expenses were paid, 
have you any other means of knowledge who paid the expenses of the corpora- 
t ion ? — I have. 

Will you have the goodness to state who did pay them ? 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy objected to the question. 

[The question was waived.] 

Mr. Harrison .] — Did you ever pay any expenses yourself when you served the 
office ? — Yes, I did. 

Were you ever repaid those expenses by any body? — No. 

Have you ever had any promise made to you that they should be paid any 
expenses you incurred in corporation matters? — I was told they would be paid, 
but no person promised me. 

By whom were you told you would be paid the expenses? — I was told by Mr. 
Hughes this mayor now, that I would be paid. 

Is 
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Is Mr. Hughes the gentleman you just now told me was in the interest of Lord 
gw ? — Yes. 

Have you had any communication with any other person upon the subject of the 
payment of those expenses, except Mr. Hughes? — I wrote latterly to either three 
or four mayors, requesting to be paid for the different sums I had been out of 
pocket that I had paid. 

Who were those mayors, besides Mr. Hughes? — I wrote to Colonel Johns, and 
I then wrote to Mr. Toole ; I will not be certain as to Colonel Johns, but I had 
written to Mr. Jones. 

And then you had a communication with Mr. Hughes? — Yes. 

Anybody else ? — I will not say anybody else, but I have to others. 

Are you unable to recollect any other persons you have had communication 
with? — I cannot recollect them, though I know I have. 

Did the batches in 1795 and 1813, consist of persons resident in the town or out 
of the town ? — Mostly out of the town ; I do not know whether there was any per- 
son in the town or not, but they were mostly out of the town. 

I am asking now as to the freemen ? — Y es. 

You told me before, that a large proportion of those elected in 1795 and 1813, 
were not resident inhabitants ? — Yes. 

You said you could not say whether any of the people were present, but you 
knew some were not? — Yes, that was in 1813. 

You have not the same knowledge as to 1795 ? — No, I have not. 

Have you had any communication (I will not ask what, only tell me the fact,) with 
any of the freemen of the batch of 1 81 3, upon the subject of their election ?— -Never. 

How many times did I understand you to say you had been mayor r — I was 
twice mayor and once deputy mayor: I was mayor in 1813; > n 1815 I was .deputy 
mayor; and in 1821 I was mayor. 

Have you ever had any promise made to you with reference to any expenses in- 
curred in 1813 ? — No; do you mean what I advanced. 

Did you incur any expenses in 1813 ? — 'Yes, but I cannot say I had any promise 
made. 

Had you any conversation with anybody upon the subject of your expenses m 
1821? — No, that is a period I never got anything, the others I got bonds for; 
there were large sums, and I got bonds, including what I advanced for the corpora- 
tion in 1813 and 1821 together, in a bond. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy.] — Who was the bond from ? 

Mr. Harrison.] — Have you it here? — No. 

Have you ever had it paid ? — No, nor even the interest due upon it. 

Did the bond include your expenses ? 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy objected to the question. 



Mr. 

Charles Jacolf. 



5 March, 
1830. 



[The question was waived.] 



Mr. Harrison.] — Has any security been given you of any sort for any corporate 
expenses in 1821 ? — That bond was given to me. 

Were the expenses partly incurred for corporation matters ?• — -All corporation 
matters. 

Have other expenses, besides those incurred in 1813 and in 1821, when you 
were mayor, been incurred by the corporation for dinners and various things, when 
you were not mayor? — Not by me. 

Were there expenses incurred? — Yes, always till the tolls were lost. 

Did dinners of this sort and good things, cease with the tolls ? — No, they did not. 

Do you happen to know who paid the expenses of these corporation feasts ? — 
There were generally two dinners in a year. 

You did not pay the expenses of the dinners in the year when you were not 
mayor ? — No. 

I am asking you as to the expenses incurred in other years when other gentlemen 
were mayors ; do you know anything of those expenses ? — No. 

Do you know anything of the appointment of what are called The Peculiar Free- 
men? — I do. 

Did you appoint, when you were mayor, peculiar freemen ? — I did. 

Do you know whether peculiar freemen were appointed in the years 1822, 1823, 
1824, 1825, and 1826?— I cannot tell exactly ; but I know some of those years, 
two or three of them, were let go by without any being appointed. 

Po you know why they were not appointed in those years ? — Mr. Hare told me. 

175. E Mr. 
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fcj r Mr. Serjeant Taddy objected to evidence being received of what Mr. Hare 

Charles Jacob. had said, as he was not proved to be either the agent of Lord Ely or 

J Sir Robert Wigram. 

5 March, Mr. Harrison was heard in support of the admissibility of the evidence ; 

1 3 °* but at the suggestion of the Committee, waived the question for the present. 

Mr. Harrison.] — How many years is it since you have resided out of Wexford? — 

I believe about six or seven years. 

How near do you reside to Wexford ? — About five miles and a half, not six miles. 

You live upon your estate? — Yes. 

Do you often go into the town ? — Y es. 

Though you do not live in the town, you have attended the corporate meetings 
down to the present time? — Yes. 

Has Mr. Hare attended the corporate meetings down to the present time? — 
Always. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy.] — Mr. Hare is himself a burgess ? — He is. 

Does he take a part on his own account as a burgess ? — He decides cases, and 
just gives his opinion as a burgess ; but he is more active when any thing is 
wanted on the other side ; I generally spoke to Mr. Hare about it, and have always 
done it ; if there is anything on the side of Lord Ely, we speak to Mr. Hare. 

But Mr. Hare is himself a burgess? — Yes. 

Mr. Harrison. J — If you had anything connected with Lord Ely’s interest, you 
always applied to Mr. Hare? — Yes, I did apply to him. 

Did Mr. Hare, on all those occasions, act for Lord Ely ? 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy objected to the question. 

[The question was waived .] 

Does Mr. Hare tell you, when applied to on Lord Ely’s interest, he has nothing 
to do with it ? 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy objected to the question. 

[The question was waived .] 

When you applied to Mr. Hare in any cases connected with Lord Ely’s interest, 
in what way did Mr. Hare receive the application. 

[The Witness was directed to withdraw .] 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy objected to the question. 

Mr. Harrison was heard in support of the same. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard in reply. 

[The Committte-room was cleared.] 

The Committee determined, that the question might be put. 

The counsel and parties were again called in, and informed of the decision 
of the Committee. 

Mr. Charles Jacob was again called in ; and further Examined by Mr. Adam, 
as follows : 

When you applied to Mr. Hare in any cases connected with Lord Ely’s interest, 
in what way did Mr. Hare receive the application ? — He decided at once. 

Did you ever apply to Mr. Hare upon the subject of making a freeman of the 
town ? — I did. 

In what way did you apply to him ; what reason did you assign for wishing to 
have any particular person made ? — I told him there was an apprentice that 
wished for his freedom, to see if he would be admitted by the jury. 

You applied to Mr. Hare for the purpose of having his consent to the admission 
of an apprentice as a freeman? — Yes. 

What did he say ? — He said he would make no more freemen ; that there should 
be no more freemen made then. 

This was an apprentice ? — Yes. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, that not knowing the grounds of the decision of 
the Committee, he did not know whether he was at liberty to object to 
any question relating to conversations with Mr. Hare ; but that the 
questions now put were totally contrary to the rules of evidence. 

Mr. 
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Mr. Harrison stated that the questions were perfectly regular. 

The Chairman stated, that from the letters and the evidence, it already 
appeared that Mr. Hare had acted with the full knowledge of Lord Ely 
in the corporation ; and that it appeared to the Committee by the letters, 
that Mr. Hare was a very active agent of Lord Ely in that corporation. 



Mr. 

Charles Jacob. 



5 March, 
1830. 



Mr. Harrison .] — Do you know of any other applications on behalf of apprentices 
to be admitted to their freedom, besides that one ? — There have been applications 
made in the court, but I never made any but that one. 

Were you present at the last election ? — I was. 

Do you know whether any applications were made by apprentices then to be 
admitted to their freedom ? — There were. 

To whom were those applications made ? — To the court. 

Were those applications refused ? — They were. 

Was the question put to the vote, whether they should be refused or not, or in 
what way? — No; the mayor decided. 

Was that Mr. Reid ?— No ; 1 think it was Mr. Hughes. 

I mean at the election of a member of parliament ; was Mr. Reid the returning 
officer at the election of member? — The first business always done on going into 
the court, is to swear in the new mayor, that was Mr. Hughes, and he then decided 
any thing in the court. 

I am speaking not of the election of corporate officers, but at the last election of 
a member to serve in parliament, the election of Sir Robert Wigram in the last year ; 
were you present in court the last year when any application was made by appren- 
tices to be admitted at the last election of a member in June last ? — I do not recol- 
lect whether I was in court that time ; I thought you meant the 29th of September. 

And then I understand you to stale, that an application was made by some 
apprentices ? — Yes. 

Do you know how many ? — Two ; there was one person, Hughes, a man in 
Wexford, applied for an apprentice of his ; and Harvey applied also. 

And those applications were refused? — Yes. 

They were refused by the mayor, without any thing being put to the vote of the 
assembly ? — Yes ; certainly. 

Do you recollect any applications made by apprentices to be admitted at any 
former times ? — I recollect apprentices applying before. 

Did Mr. Hare take any part in what was done, whether in acceding to their 
request, or refusing it ? — I do not recollect. 

Have you ever had any communication with Mr. Hare, upon the subject of the 
admission of apprentices, with the exception of the occasion you have mentioned ? — 

I do not recollect any. 

Were any applications made by apprentices in the year you were mayor in 1821 ; 
was there any consultation among the members of the corporation in 1821, when 
you were mayor, upon the subject of the admission of apprentices ? — There were 
applications made, for many men wished to be made at that time. 

Was there any communication between you and your brother corporators in 
1821, upon the subject of what was to be done with those applications, whether they 
were to be agreed to or refused ? — Yes. 

What was done ? — I was told at the meeting, when we met at the court of con- 
science, before we went in. 

Who attended the meeting of the court? — The different burgesses that were present. 
Was Mr. Hare present? — I cannot say positively. 

Was Lord Ely present ? — I* do not think he was. 

And you cannot recollect whether Mr. Hare was present ? — No. 

Was there a meeting in the court of conscience before you went into the court- 
house? — Yes ; that is the only corporation house we have till we go down to the 
court-house. 

You have a previous meeting to settle what you will do, in the assembly ? — Yes. 
That you hold in the court of conscience? — Yes. 

Who generally attended those meetings ; did Lord Ely and Mr. Neville ? — Yes ; 
Mr. Hare and Mr. Neville generally attended at the court-house. 

Did Mr. Hare go to the court of conscience ? — They all go to the court of 
conscience, every person. 

And Mr. Hare was in the habit of attending the previous meetings at the court of 
conscience, before you went into the court-house? — Yes, Surely. 
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Mr Upon some of those occasions at the court of conscience, was it decided what was 

Charles Jacob. to be done in the assembly of the corporation with reference to the applications of 
apprentices for their freedom ? — It was. 

5 March, Was it decided adverse to the apprentices, or in their favour ? — It was generally 

1830. Settled when any thing material was to be done, that when the apprentices applied, 
we were to say we went into court for the purpose of either choosing or swearing in, 
and no other purpose. 

Was it arranged at the court of conscience, that you were to state, when applica- 
tions were made in the assembly, that you went into court for the purpose of 
electing and swearing in, and no other purpose? — That was mentioned at the 
meeting. 

That that was to be the answer given ? — Yes. 

At such previous meetings, was it settled you were to give that answer as mayor, 
to such apprentices as applied? — Yes, it was. 

Were the apprentices told they should have any other assembly or meeting for 
the purpose of admission ? — I cannot say that they were. 

The answer was, that the meeting was held to elect and swear in, but no other 
assembly was held to admit them? — No. 

Do you recollect the apprentices applying on any day not on a charter day ? — No, 

J do not recollect. 

Do you know whether the admission of peculiar freemen was under any bye-law ? 
v— No, I do not. 

When you were mayor, on two occasions did you select the persons as peculiar 
freemen, or were the names given to you ? — Mr. Nevill wrote a letter to me, men- 
tioning the two I should choose. 

Though they were your peculiar freemen, you did not select them yourself, but 
the names of two were given to you ? — Yes, they were. 

Do you recollect seeing Lord Ely at any time before the last general election at 
Wexford? — I do not think I saw him in the town. 

Not before the last election ? — No ; I saw him near the town. 

Do you know Mr. Reid? — I do. 

Did you call upon Mr. Reid at any time about the time of the election ; before 
the election, or about the time ? — Before the election, I called up to see Lord Ely. 

You called at Mr. Reid’s house to see Lord Ely ? — Yes. 

What induced you to call at Mr. Reid’s house to see Lord Ely ? — I was always in 
the habit regularly of calling to see Lord Ely, but as he was in the town in a different 
character, I did not know w hat to do. I met Mr. Hughes in the town, and told 
him I did not know whether I should call or not ; he said I had better do it, and 
I went up and left a card. 

Cross-examined, by Mr. Serjeant Toddy. 

With respect to the apprentices, do you not know it is the constant practice of 
the borough of Wexford, when any person claims his admission in right of appren- 
ticeship, that there is an inquisition held of twelve persons? — Yes. 

Dpes not that jury in their verdict, find whether he is entitled or not to his freedom 
in virtue of his apprenticeship ? — They do. 

And if that jury find he is so entitled, is not the course always to admit them ? — * 
Certainly. 

If the jury find he has not duly served his apprenticeship, is it not the constant 
course to reject him? — Yes, it is. 

Has not that been the uniform practice in the borough of Wexford ever since 
you have known it? — Yes ; but very few have been admitted, I believe. 

Will you tell me with respect to peculiar freemen, did you not nominate the two 
peculiar freemen ? — Under Mr. Nevill’s direction. 

Did you not nominate two ? — Yes ; two certainly at each time. 

Were not there in the instances you have known, always two named? — Yes, 
always. 

Were not you yourself made a peculiar freeman, when you were made a freeman 
of this borough? — I was. 

Was not another person so made with you? — Yes, there was. 

You have talked of an assembly held in the year \ 795, before you were freeman? 
. — Yes. 

And you were present? — No, I did not say that I was in the court; I said at 
the time it was put to the poll, I remember it being in the old court-house, which 

made 
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made me recollect it ; there was a large meeting held at that time, and that struck Mr. 

11 Mrrnnr ., Charles Jacob. 

my memory. v v 

You were present at that meeting?— Yes. 

Though not a freeman? — Yes, it was an open court. 5 ’ 

Were there not many persons proposed of independent character and interest ; 

I will call your attention to one — was the Duke of Leinster one, do you remember ? 

_ I do not recollect that. 

Do you not recollect that? — No. 

If you were present and recollect any one, cannot you recollect that? — All I recol- 
lect was, it being put by the mayor, and a number of men being made free. 

Cannot you mention whether one was the Duke of Leinster? — No, I cannot. 

Have you been acquainted with the family of Sir Robert Wigram at all ?— I have 
seen him at Wexford himself. 

You may know that Sir Robert Wigram, the father, was bom at Wexford? — 

He was. 

You may know that he has property in Wexford ? — I do not know that. 

Do you not know that the brother of the present sitting member has represented 
Wexford? — I do. 

Do you not know that the father has represented Wexford ? — I think he has. 

Do you not know he is connected with several very respectable families in the 
borough of Wexford? — I know he is connected with Mr. Hughes. 

Do you know he is connected with the family of Clifford of Tynch ? — Yes. 

You know he was born in Wexford and has connexions in Wexford? — So I 
hear. 

I think you said you never knew any instances of apprentices being made except 
on charter days; the 29th of September and 29th of June? — No, certainly, I did 
not say that. 

In the instances in which you have known apprentices admitted, were they not on 
the charter days ? — I believe they were, but I could not tell ; there might have been 
another day ; the 1 oth of October was formerly the day for setting the tolls, and 
there might be business done on that day, but I do not recollect now without I saw 
the book. 

Can you tell us any instance in which there has ever been an apprentice admitted 
except on the 29th of June?— I cannot say, for I do not recollect now, unless I 
was to see the book. The book was always kept very correct by the town clerk ; 
he was very particular and very correct about it 

Re-examined by Mr. Harrison. 

You do not recollect what days any apprentices were admitted ; but your answer 
was, that nothing was done on the corporation days but electing and swearing ? — 

Yes, there might have been something done, I cannot swear there was not. 

That was your answer to the apprentices, that that was the day for electing and 
swearing in, and not admission ? — Yes, that was often said. 

You have mentioned that other branches of Sir Robert Wigram’s family repre- 
sented Wexford ; do you know on what interest they stood? — It was always under- 
stood it was on Lord Ely’s interest. 

[The Witness withdrew .] 

Mr. Starkie applied to the Committee on behalf of Mr. Reid the returning 
officer, for permission to explain an exception he had made at the close of 
his evidence. 

Mr. Harrison stated, that the witness might correct any mistake he had 
made, but not explain any part of his evidence. 

The Committee directed Mr. Reade to be called in. 

George H. Reid, Esquire, was again called in ; and having been sworn, was further g. H. Reid, Esq. 

Examined, as follows : 

Committee.'] — You have sent in a message to the Committee, stating you wish to 
explain some part of your evidence ; what part is it ? — The latter part of my evi- 
dence. I made an exception in giving my evidence, about the apprentices, and it 
was not asked me to explain that. 

Mr. Harrison.]— Have you stated any thing incorrectly? — It is of consequence to 
me, and I wish to explain it. I had to make an affidavit in Wexford, to go before 
175. E 3 the 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




klNUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE SELECT 



the Court of King’s Bench, that the days appointed to make peculiar freemen were 
the two charter days, the 29th of June and the 29th of September. I made this 
affidavit, and subsequently a gentleman that had been in Dublin, the present mayor 
of Wexford, said there was a solitary case where an apprentice was made on a day 
not a charter day ; and the exception was, except that, that they were always 
made on the 29th of June or the 29th of September, except what I heard from 
that gentleman. I did not know it at the time, but he told me there was a soli* 
tary case. 

[The Witness withdrew .] 

Colonel Colonel Robert Johns was called in ; and having been sworn, was Examined by 

Robert Johns. Mr. Adam, as follows : 

DO you reside at Wexford? — I do. 

How long have you lived there ? — Since the latter end of 1814. 

How long have you known the corporation and town of Wexford? — Since that 
period. 

Are you a freeman yourself? — Yes, and have been since 1813. 

You were elected before you went to reside there ? — I was previously connected 
there, and elected while I was in the army. 

You married the daughter of Mr. Jones the town clerk? — Yes. 

You have resided there ever since the election in 1814 ? — Yes, constantly, except 
being away for a short time occasionally. 

Have you become acquainted with the proceedings of the corporation ? — I have 
filled the office of mayor three times. 

How often have you been bailiff? — I cannot bring to my recollection ; but many 
times ; frequently since the year 1819. I have almost every year filled some 
corporate office, till the last year, either mayor, or deputy mayor, or bailiff. 

Mr. Jones has fallen into an ill state of health ? — Yes, he is very old. 

You have acted for him ? — For the last four years I have done the business in the 
absence of the deputy town clerk. 

Who is he ? — Mr. Vickery. I have filled up returns for Parliament or any thing 
necessary. 

From all those circumstances have you obtained a knowledge of the mode in 
which the corporation business has been carried on since 1814? — I think I have. 

Are there two parties in Wexford connected with the corporation ? — Yes. 

Have they any names? — Lord Ely and Mr. Nevill. 

I do not know if it ever happened to you to see any agreement between Lord 
Ely and Mr. Nevill?— Not until the late misunderstanding. 

When did that take place ? —In 1 829 I think. 

Previous to the last election ?■ — Yes. 

At that time you did see the agreement? — I heard of it and saw the publications. 

You only saw those things placarded in the town ?— Yes. 

Previous to that time how were the freemen appointed ; were they elected ? — 
When I was first appointed mayor, in 1820, there was only one peculiar freeman 
appointed. 

Have any freemen been elected since 1813, and if any, how ? — From 1813 until, 
I think, 1822, on the death of Mr. Nevill, I think from my first becoming acquainted 
with the corporation in 1813, there were two peculiar freemen elected every year. 

And no others ? — No, not during that period until the last day, the 29th of 
September. 

From your election in 1813, to the 29th of September 1829, no freemen have 
been elected by the corporation in the town?' — No. 

Were you present yourself at your election in 1813? — No, I was away in 
the army. 

You do not know how you were put up ? — No. 

And you cannot tell the course of proceeding ? — No ; there was a period from the 
death of Mr. Nevill until the 29th of September last, when no freemen were made. 

You say up to 1822 peculiar freemen were appointed by the mayor? — Yes ; and 
from 1822 to 1829, none. 

Was Lord Ely a member of the corporation during your time ? — Yes. 

Did he attend corporate meetings ? — Yes, sometimes. 

Up to what time? — He did not attend regularly ; I cannot tell how often he was 
there ; I have seen him there several times. 

Do 



G. H. Reid, Esq. 
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Do you recollect when he left off at any time attending ? — He was in England Colonel 
some years and then did not attend \ Rober t Johr 

Do you know a gentleman of the name of Hare ? — Yes. 

Did he attend after Lord Ely left off?— Constantly. 5 March, 

Did Mr. Hare attend during the time that Lord Ely did ? — Always with him,. 1 3 ° - 

Was he a freeman at the time Lord Ely attended ? — I do not know whether he 
was a freeman when he first came there or not, but he was made very early a freeman. 

Is Mr. Hare a professional man ? — I understand he is an attorney. 

Does he take an active share in the business of the corporation ? — He always has. 

What party does he belong to ? — Lord Ely’s, of course. 

Do you know the method that is taken in the appointment of the mayor ; is 
there any previous arrangement made ? — It has generally been the practice for Lord 
Ely to nominate one year, and Mr. Nevill during his life-time the other, and since 
Mr. Nevill’s death, Admiral Evans. 

How was it with respect to the bailiffs ? — They were not so particular in the 
appointment of bailiffs. 

Who nominated you as mayor? — Mr. Nevill one year during his life-time, and 
two subsequent years Admiral Evans. 

Who nominated you to be bailiff?— Generally on the 29th of the month previous 
to going into court the parties met and the bailiff was elected ; I do not know who 
nominated me ; it was not a matter of much moment. 

Who do you mean by the parties? — Admiral Evans and Mr. Hare, certainly. 

Who do you mean by the two parties ; do you mean Mr. Hare as representing 
one party, and Admiral Evans the other? — Yes. 

Who did Mr. Hare represent ? — Lord Ely’s interest. 

Who did Admiral Evans represent? — The Nevill family. 

Was it arranged by those parties, who were to be mayor and bailiffs? — No; 
it was generally done before ; as to the mayor, Admiral Evans asked me long 
before. 

The appointment of mayor was not entrusted to the friends? — No. 

Was the nomination of bailiff entrusted to their friends? — It was generally done 
by the persons meeting there. 

In the nomination of mayor was the nomination alternate? — It was. 

One party one year and the other the next, and so on ? — Yes. 

Did you name any peculiar freeman?— In 1 819 or 1820, on going out of office, 

I did. 

Did you nominate them of your own choice? — No, the names were given me by 
Miy Nevill. 

Do you know how it happened there were no peculiar freemen appointed after 
1822? — No, I do not. 

Were you mayor either year during the interval ? — Yes. 

You know why you did not appoint peculiar freemen ? — There was no communi- 
cation made to me ; I had no directions to appoint any one ; it did not rest with 
the mayor to appoint; the names were given to him. 

Do you know of any persons appointed freemen in 1813 personally? — Yes, 

I should know them if I saw the book. 

Do you know where any of them live? — Yes, if I saw the list. 

Do you know a place called Feathard ? — Yes. 

Do you know if any of those elected in 1813 lived at Feathard? — Yes; it ap- 
pears so on the book. 

Have you ever acted at assemblies as town clerk ? — I have made some entries in 
the book. 

Is there a class of freemen in the town of Wexford known as the Feathard free- 
men ? — Decidedly. 

What number do they consist of? — I cannot say. 

Are there ten ? — More than that. 

Are they in the habit of attending on the charter days ? — On the 29th of June. 

The day of the election of mayor ? — Yes. 

Is that the day the bailiff is elected ? — Yes. 

Do they generally come in a body ? — I do not know how they come to town ; 

I have seen them at the court-house. 

Ho they generally come in a body to the court-house ? That I cannot say. 

What class of people are they in appearance, in a respectable line ?— Persons 
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holding what I should conceive small farms ; I cannot speak positively ; I do not 
know that part of the country. 

Is the choice of the person nominated mayor, submitted to the freemen on the 
charter day? — Yes ; it is proposed in the assembly ; some person proposes one of 
the bailiffs to be mayor, and it is put to the vote. 

Do you know who fills up the other corporate officers, serjeants, and such sort 
of things ? — They are permanent ; they are merely sworn that day. 

Do you know who appoints them ? — There are only three serjeants, and they are 
sworn in. 

Do you know who nominates them ? — They are generally appointed by the mayor. 
Were you present at the last election ? — Some part of it. 

Were you residing in the town a month or six weeks before ? — Yes. 

Did Lord Ely come there? — Yes. 

Where did he live ? — At Mr. Reid’s, the then mayor. 

How long did he continue there? — He left the town a day or two before the 
election. 

Was he there three or four weeks ? — I cannot exactly say. 

Was it two or three days or two or three weeks ? — It might have been a fortnight. 
Did Lady Ely join him ? — She came with him. 

Did Lady Ely continue there as long as Lord Ely 1 — She did. 

Do you know while he was in the town whether he canvassed any freemen ? — 

I cannot speak to that ; I heard so ; I cannot say it was so. 

Did he canvass you ? — I rather think he did ; he wrote to me. 

What has become of that letter ? — It is at Wexford. 

Is it in existence? — Yes. 

Had you any conversation after with Lord Ely upon the subject of the letter ? 
— I saw him at Mr. Reid’s. 

Was Mr. Reid present? — He was. 

Had you any conversation with reference to any application Lord Ely had made 
to you? — Yes, his Lordship appeared to be surprised I would not give a decided 
answer to support his interest ; and to the best of my recollection Admiral Evans’s 
letter, giving up all interference in the borough, was read, and I think the contract 
entered into was read. 

In the presence of Lord Ely and Mr. Reid ? — Yes. 

Are you positive Mr. Reid was present ? — I am ; I felt I could not consci- 
entiously do my duty with honour to Mr. Nevill and his family, who had brought 
me into the corporation, if I did not support their interest. 

Was that stated? — Yes, in substance. 

In the presence of Mr. Reid? — Yes ; I do not know whether it was so full as 
I have now stated. 

What did Lord Ely say upon that ? — He did not say any thing; it was a very 
short interview. 

At that time was it known that Sir Robert Wigram was to be the candidate . — 
No, his application was to support his interest. 

But not any particular candidate? — No. 

Did any body apply to you to support Sir Robert Wigram at any time? — 
I think not. 

Were you canvassed by any other person besides Lord Ely? — A friend of Sir 
Robert Wigram’ s spoke to me when he became a candidate, and I stated to him my 
reasons why I could not, and my regret that I could not support him. 

You have said something of Admiral Evans’s had been published? — Yes. 

Is that the sort of paper you refer to? [ handing a paper to the Witness .] — Yes, 
it is. 

Will you look at the back of it, and tell me if yon know the hand- writing ? — I do. 
Whose hand- writing is it? — Mr. Hare’s. 

Did Mr. Hare take any share at the election ? — He appeared to be very active. 
In what way? — He w'as the principal manager. 

For whom? — I suppose for Lord Ely. 

Did you ever see Mr. Hare canvassing? — No ; I saw him constantly with Lord 
Ely driving about. 

Did you see him stop at the houses of freemen ? — No, it was principally in the 
country. 

Some of the freemen are resident in the neighbourhood of Wexford ? — Yes, 
several. 
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Do you happen to know whether there were any freemen residing in the part of 
the country where you saw them? — Yes, in that part certainly- v_ 

Did it occur to you to see them stop any where ? — No. 

During the election were you present?— In the court-house I was there when 
the member was proposed, and occasionally during the poll. 

Did you see whether Mr. Hare took any share during the election? — I always 
considered he was the principal manager and agent. 

- Was it from what you saw him do, you came to that conclusion ? — Yes, from his 
being the active man. 

By being the active man in the conduct of the election on that side, you thought 
Jie was the agent? — Yes, I saw him going into the committee-room in the morning, 
and it was generally understood he was the agent. 

You concluded he was the agent from his acts? — I did not see him doing any act 
except going into the committee-room. 

Did you see him at the poll frequently ?— He was constantly in and out. 

Did any discussion take place whether any votes were good or bad ? — I did not 
hear any. 

Were any objections taken to voters in your presence ?— None ; I did not attend 
them. 

Who had the custody of the books previous to the election? — I had. 

As representing your father-in-law? — Yes, and in consequence of the absence of 
Mr. Vickery. 

Where was he? — His business took him occasionally to Dublin. 

Was any application made to you respecting the books ? — I think the Monday 
after Lord Ely’s arrival on the Saturday, Mr. Reid sent to me to come to the 
mayor’s office with the book. 

Did you attend him ? — Yes. 

Did you take the book with you ?— Yes, the only book (D.) 

Did you leave it there ? — I took it down with me ; he said he wished some 
dockets to be made out at first for the freemen ; he afterwards changed his mind, 
and requested I would take the book home, and not allow any person to see it. 

Was Lord Ely present at that time?— He was not. 

Did you take the book back in consequence of that r — Yes, that day. 

At any other time was the book sent for again?— On the Thursday he sent for 
it, and took it from me altogether. 

Who was present then ? — I do not recollect ; some one of the mayor’s serjeants 
came, and it was taken into the office, and he kept it. 

Have you ever applied for it since ? — No, I never thought it necessary to apply 
for it ; it was quite indifferent to me. 

Was there any alphabetical list of freemen? — Yes, there was. 

What became of it?— Mr. Reid got it from me. 

Did you take it when you took the other book ?— No, that was after the election 
commenced I think, I will not be positive. 

Did you ever get it back again? — No, I have never seen it since. 

Did you ever apply for it ? — No, I never did. 

Did you give this alphabetical list to Mr. Reid of your own accord ?— No, he 
applied for it. . 

Did you give it to him at once ?— Yes, I considered he had a right to it as mayor. 
Did you consider it a public document? — Yes. 

And Mr. Reid as mayor, you thought entitled to it?— Yes, he would have no 
right except as mayor. 

Can you recollect at what time it was you gave the alphabetical list?— I cannot 
recollect whether it was the week before or the week during the election ; I think it 
was before the election. 

Did any body upon the part of the other candidate apply to you for the book (D.) 
or the alphabetical list?— I think Mr. Baker applied to me. 

What answer did you give him ?— I told him that Mr. Reid had it, I could not 
give it him. 

Do you remember how long before the day of election it was Sir Robert Wigram 
was announced as a candidate, do you recollect the writ arriving ?— Yes ; I think it 
was at least eight or nine days after Lord Ely’s arrival, before Sir Robert Wigram 
was announced as a candidate ; Lord Ely arrived on the Saturday, and on the 
Sunday week following I heard of it. 
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Colonel What day of the week was the election ? — I do riot recollect ; I think it was 

.Robert Johns. a Thursday or a Friday. 

• . r Do you recollect seeing Lord Ely and Mr. Reid at any time upon the subject 

5 March, 0 f any stain ps ? — Y es. 

1 3 °' What were those stamps? — Stamps on which the names of the freemen are 

written ; every peculiar freeman is obliged to have a stamp of three pounds, and 
apprentices one pound. 

Was any application made to you on account of those stamps, and by whom? — 
Mr. Reid made application to me after the election for those stamps. 

Was Lord Ely present ? — No. 

After that did you see Mr. Reid and Lord Ely together? — Yes, I did ; I told 
Mr. Reid when he first applied, (it was after the election) I did not feel myself at 
liberty to give them up, as an allegation in the petition referred to them. 

What did Lord Ely say upon that ? — When he came to town Mr. Reid wrote 
him a note to say, there was a meeting of burgesses on some business, and he 
would be glad to see me ; I went up and there w-as some business about the setting 
some corporation grounds in the first instance, and then afterwards Lord Ely asked 
why I retained the stamps, and I said I felt I could not give them up with pro- 
priety ; and then Mr. Hare who was present, said if I did not give them up, he 
should advise his Lordship to institute proceedings against me. 

Advise his Lordship ? — I will not say that, but proceedings to be instituted against 
me ; he did not see what right I had to them. 

Do you happen to know whether there \vere any questions, or a great many 
questions that turned upon the validity of the stamps during the election? — I did 
not know it. 

Did you give them up? — No, I did uot ; I thought I should have acted incor- 
rectly if I had. 

Do you know who procures the stamps for the freemen ? — The town clerk. 

Who paid the amount ? — Since the tolls were lost the parties paid for them, 
Lord Ely and Mr. Nevill during his life-time, each paid his proportion. 

Mr. Serjeant Toddy.] — Were you ever present at any such payment? — No; 

I have heard so from the town clerk. 

Mr. Adam .'] — You were mayor yourself? — Yes. 

You nominated the peculiar freemen? — Yes. 

And have been in the office of town clerk four years ? — Yes. 

Did you assist your father-in-law before he became so ill as to retire from 
business ? — Yes. 

Do you know in the last four years, who has supplied the stamps, for the peculiar 
freemen? — There were two made in 1828 that I paid for. 

Have you been repaid? — I paid it out of the corporation rents. 

By whose authority did you do that ? — I personally received the corporation 
rents and paid it out of them. 

Was it stated to the corporation you had so applied that money? — The account 
has not been settled since. 

Did you ever state to Lord Ely and Mr. Hare you had done so ? — No ; but 
suppose they must have been aware of it. 

Why?— 1 They must know that it must be paid, for I know the distributor of 
stamps called upon the town clerk and insisted upon stamps being purchased when 
any peculiar freemen were made. 

Are the accounts entered any where ? — In a book. 

Has that book been submitted to the corporation? — No. 

Do you know anything of the admission of apprentices ? — Very few have been 
admitted during my time. 

On what days have they been admitted ? — The usual practice has been on the 
29th of June and the 29th of September; and by a reference to the book, I see 
they have been admitted on other days. 

Do you remember any arrangement being made when you were mayor, as to 
what should be done in cases of applications for apprentices? — It was generally un- 
derstood they were to be refused. 

Froin whom ? — The parties who managed the affairs of the corporation. 

Who do you mean by the parties ? — Lord Ely, or Mr. Hare when he was there, 
and Mr. Nevill. 

Had you anv conversation with Mr. Hare or Lord Ely, as to what should he 
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done in the case of the application of apprentices? — I have heard them both say, 
they should be refused. 

Did they assign any reason ? — They were anxious not to admit them,. lest any 
unpleasant thing should occur in the corporation. 

Was any thing said as to their want of title to their freedom, or was it put upon, 
t l, e grounds you have stated ? — There was no investigation gone into. 

They were not objected to because they were not entitled r — They did not go 
into them, but the applications were very few. 

Those very few were refused in consequence of the arrangement you have men- 

You perhaps can inform the chairman what the limits of the borough of Wexford 
are ? I have never seen the rounds rode since I have been there, I should not sup- 

pose they extend more than a mile, from what 1 have heard. 

V Are there any bound stones ?— No ; none that I have ever seen. 

Mr. Adam stated he proposed now to read a paper that the Witness had 
stated was addressed in the hand- writing of Mr. Hare as the agent of 
Lord Ely. 

Mr. “Serjeant Toddy objected to the paper being read. 

Mr. Adam was heard in support of the admissibility of the paper. 

Mr. Serjeant Toddy was heard in reply. 

The Committee determined, that Mr. Hare was the agent of Lord Ely in all 
matters of the corporation. 

[ The Letter was read , as follows :] 

The friends of the Marquis of Ely having heard that reports are circulating 
prejudicial to his Lordship’s interest in the borough of Wexford, feel it right to 
lay before you a copy of the compact entered into by his Lordship with Admiral 
Evans, and also a copy of a letter lately received from Admiral Evans, declining 
in future all further interference in the borough of Wexford, which letter was 
neither sought for or expected by the Marquis of Ely. These documents are 
so plain, clear and explicit, as to require no comment, and cannot be misunder- 
stood by any disinterested person, and upon which the friends of the Marquis 
of Ely feel justified in soliciting your support in behalf of Lord Ely’s interests 
in the borough of Wexford. 

“ June 29th 1822. 

“ It is mutually understood that the Marquis of Ely, in agreeing that a 
cordial union shall subsist between him and Admiral Evans, as nominee, to 
whom the late Richard Nevill beqeathed his interest in the corporation of 
Wexford, has fulfilled the compact entered into between the Marquis of Ely 
and Richard Nevill, and that the Marquis of Ely is not to be considered as 
pledged to any future support of the said Richard Nevill’s interest in the cor- 
poration pf Wexford.” 

Present, “ 

“ John Hare. Henry Evans." 

“ My Lord, Doneraile, May 4th, 1829. 

« Finding my interference in the borough of Wexford has given no satisfac- 
tion to either party, and attended with considerable trouble and expense to 
myself, I have this day written to the Chancellor of the Exchequer to vacate, 
and I shall, in future, decline all further interference in the borough. 

“ I have the honour to be, my Lord, 

“ Y our Lordship’s most obedient humble servant, 

“ The Marquis of Ely.” “ Henry Evans" 

Do you happen to know whose hand-writing that is [handing a letter to the 
Witness J ? — I do not know the body of the letter, but the signature is Mr. Reid’s. 

[The same was handed in.'] 

Was Mr. Hughes present at the time that Mr. Hare threatened a prosecution if 
you did not deliver up the stamps ?— He was, and another burgess, Mr. King, the 
collector of the port. 
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Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy. 

I understand your connection with the borough to be, you were the son-in-law of 
Mr. Jones the town clerk ? — Yes. 

In his capacity did you get possession of those stamps? — Yes; they were in 
his office. 

In that capacity ? — Yes. 

And in that capacity you have detained them till the present time?' — Yes ; having 
done the duty of town clerk for four years there, I did the business. When 
Mr. Vickery was in town I held them, I considered, for his security. 

Have you ever said, by keeping those stamps you held the election of Wexford in 
your own power ? — Never. 

Never anything like it ? — No. 

That you are sure of? — I am. 

Have you ever said anything to the effect, by keeping those stamps yQu held the 
election of Wexford in your own power? — No ; but I will tell every thing I know 
which occurs to me. When Mr. Hughes pressed me to vote for Sir Robert Wigram, 
which I regretted I could not do with consistency or honour, they said they thought 
I was acting unhandsomely towards Lord Ely. A great deal of work had been 
made about the stamps, and I said there were documents in my possession that 
would probably be injurious if I chose to act a dishonest part. 

Injurious to what? — To the election, if I destroyed them. 

Nobody, I apprehend, has ever attributed the intention to destroy them to you; 
is that the case ? — No ; but that was the conversation that passed. 

What I ask you is, if you have said you held the election of Wexford in your own 
power ? — No, I never said any such thing ; but I thought I might, by the destruc- 
tion of those stamps, have done a good deal of mischief. I was never called upon 
for those stamps ; but I was ready to give them up to the proper party. 

And you have them ? — They are here. 

Do you remember at any time telling Sir Robert Wigram he might safely stand 
for Wexford upon his own interest? — Mr. William Wigram, you mean, I suppose. 

I told him he was very popular there, and so he is, and his family. I knew that 
Mr. William Wigram is very popular, and very deservedly so, and has great 
influence, and is much liked. 

You know the late Sir Robert Wigram was born in the town ? — Yes. 

And his family connected with the borough ? — Connected with the town. 

They had property in the town? — I cannot say as to that. 

Re-examined by Mr. Adam. 

One of the family that represented the town are in Lord Ely’s interest? — Yes, 
Mr. William Wigram. 

And he is very popular there? — Yes, most deservedly so. 

And so are all his family?— Yes. 

Is it consistent with your knowledge that the reason Sir Robert Wigram was 
nominated a candidate was on account of his popularity? — I should suppose so. 

Was that to float Lord Ely’s dead weight ? 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy objected to the question. 

[The question was waived .] 

[The Witness ivithdrewi] 

The Rev. Richard Bevan was called in ; and having been sworn, was 
Examined by Mr. Harrison, as follows : 

Y OU are rector of the parish of Wexford ? — No ; I reside at Came, in the county 
of Wexford. 

You are a burgess of the borough of Wexford ? — I am not. 

Were you at the time a burgess ? — No. 

A Ireeman? — Yes ; a freeman only. 

You were a freeman of the borough at the last election ? — Yes. 

And are a freeman now ? — Yes. 

Were you canvassed previously to the last election ? — I was. 

By whom? — By the Marquis of Ely. 

Was any body with him ? — Yes. 

Who 
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Who was with him? — Mr. Hare. 

Did they call upon you at your house ? — They did. 

Were they admitted ? — Yes ; it is ten miles from Wexford. 

Were you at home?— Yes. 

Did Lord Ely, accompanied by Mr. Hare, come into your house ? — Yes. 

Will you state what passed ?— After he had sat down, he then informed me he 
had come to solicit my vote and interest at the ensuing election. 

Did you ask for whom your vote was to be given? — I took occasion to ask after 
I had refused to promise my interest, who he intended to set up as a candidate for 
the borough ; his answer was, he could not tell ; he had not decided. 

Can you recollect how long it was before the election this took place ? — I think the 
week before. 

Was that all that passed relating to the election ? — Yes. 

. [ The Witness withdrew .] 



Sabbat i, 6° die Marti i, 1830. 



HENRY CLIVE, ESQUIRE, 



The names of the Committee were called over ; all present. 

Mr. Benjamin Vickery was called in ; and having been sworn, was ^ 
Examined by Mr. Harrison, as follows : 

YOU are deputy town-clerk of Wexford ? — I am assistant town-clerk. 

How long have you been so ? — It may be two years since I believe I was. made ; 
but originally I merely attended to assist an old gentleman who was town-clerk. 

For two years you have been entered in the book as his assistant r— Yes. 

Was you at the last election ?— I was. 

In what capacity did you attend at the last election ? — As that of deputy town- 
clerk. 

Have you a son ? — I have. 

Was that son employed in the last election ? — He was. 

Do you know who he was employed by ? — I considered him employed on the 
part of the Marquis of Ely. 

Do you know who engaged him in that election ? — Mr. Hare. 

In what capacity did he act under Mr. Hare? — I declare I do not exactly know 
the capacity ; he came with objections ; he was the person deputed to bring the 
objections from where the poll was taken to where the mayor presided, in a distinct 
room. 

When any voters were brought up that were objected to, he was the person that 
brought the voters to the place where the question was to be argued ? — Y es ; with 
the objections written. 

What did Mr. Hare do with the voters ?— I do not think I saw him take any 
part. 

But your son brought up the voters objected to, to have the objections argued . 

Yes. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy.~\— Do you know who engaged him, except from what he 
has told you? — Yes, I think I do; that is I am certain I do, because Mr. Hare 
spoke to me. 

Mr. Harrison. ] — How old is your son ? — Two-and-twenty, I think. 

Did he live with you in the house ? — Yes, he does. 

As part of your family ? — Yes. 

You have told me he was employed at the election, and employed on the side pt 
Sir Robert Wigram? — Yes. ..... 

In bringing up the votes that were objected to ? — I believe indiscriminately the 
objected votes on both sides. ... 

Do you know of your own knowledge by whom he was employed in the election f 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy.y - Were you present at any employment?— I know nothing 
' beyond what I have already told you, that Mr. Hare spoke to me. 
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Committee .] — Was that before your son was employed ? — Yes ; he only asked me 
if my son would like to be employed on the election ; I said, of course, as a pro- 
fessional man I was convinced he would.. 

Mr. Harrison . ] — Then Mr. Hare came to you, and asked you if your son would 
like to be employed ? — Yes. 

Was he, in consequence of that application, employed? — Yes. 

Do you know of your own knowledge by whom he was paid ? 

Mr. Serjeant Toady.} — Were you present at any payment being made? — I was 
not present when he was paid. 

Mr. Harrison . ] — You were not present when your son was paid ? — No, not when 
he received the money. 

Did you and Mr. Hare settle what he was to receive ? — Mr. Hare told me at 
the time what would be the professional compensation for his attendance. 

Committee.} — At the time he asked you whether your son would like to be em- 
ployed ? — Yes. 

Mr. Harrison.} — What did he consider the professional remuneration for the 
employment of your son? — Twenty guineas, I think, as well as I recollect. 

And this passed between you and'Mr. Hare at the time he applied to you to know 
whether your son would like to be employed ? — Yes. 

But you were not present when the twenty guineas, or whatever the sum was, was 
actually paid ? — I was not. 

Did you receive the payment, or did your son receive the payment ? — My son 
received it ; but, according to the best of my recollection, there was a letter in 
which the order was inclosed. 

If there was any order for the payment, did it pass through your hands at all ? — 
It did, and I handed it to my son. 

Who gave that paper to you ? — I have not a very perfect recollection, but, ac- 
cording to my recollection, it was a letter inclosing the order from Mr. Hare. 

Was any paper given to you, which you delivered to your son, upon the subject 
of his employment, connected with his employment at the election ? — According to 
the best of my recollection there was. 

By whom was it given to you?— I think it was inclosed to me by Mr. Hare; 

I am almost certain of it 

Did you give it over to your son ? — Y es, I did. 

Did your son continue to be employed during the whole of the election ? — -He did. 
Had vouany communication upon the subject of his employment with Mr. Hare, 
except the one you have stated ? — 1 do not recollect that I had ; I rather think 
1 had not. 

You were engaged in the court where the mayor decided the objections? — Yes. 
Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy. 

How long have you known the borough of Wexford ?— From the lime I have 
a recollection. 

Have not all persons who have been admitted, exercised the right of voting, 
whether resident or not during that time ?— So far as I have knowledge, I never 
knew a distinction between persons resident or non resident, so far as the exercise 
of their franchise. 

For instance, Mr. Roper of Rathfarnham Castle, one of these petitioners ; do 
you know what’ distance that is from Wexford?— Yes ; it is near the city of Dub- 
lin ; it is upwards of 6o miles from Wexford. 

He has never resided at Wexford ?— 1 never knew him. 

Mr. Goodison is a farmer upon Miss Nevill’s estate, residing eight miles or more 
from Wexford ?— I do not know him. 

Mr. Andrew Montgomery ; has he ever resided at Wexford ? — I know him ; he 
resides at Dublin. 

And never resided, as tar as you know, at Wexford ?— No ; I never knew him 
residing there. , , 

Do you know Mr. Goodison’s residence, seven or eight miles from Wexford, 
Gallydruff? — No, I do not. . 

I think you said your son assisted indiscriminately to bring up the objectionable 
voters? — Yes, he did ; he seemed to me to bring up the objections indiscriminately ; 
I did not see any other person bring up objections. 

You mean objectionable voters ? — Yes, the objections to the voters. 

He was the only person that did it? — The only person I saw. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 






COMMITTEE ON WEXFORD ELECTION PETITION. 

How long was he employed ? — During the whole of the election. 

How long did the election last? — Two days, and part of the third, I think. 

Was your son a voter ? — No ; he is not a freeman. 

Are you a voter ? — I am a freeman, but I did not vote. 

Committee .] — Do you know any thing of the limits of the jurisdiction of Wex- 
ford ? — Every Whitsun Monday it was the custom for the corporation to go the 
circle of their boundaries, and I have often accompanied them. 

How far round the town should you think they extended ? — I think it is three 
miles in the circuit ; the river nearly divides the circle into two parts, it is only half 
a circle. 

You do not think it extends to six or seven? — No ; it may extend to four ; the 
circle is three miles, the diameter, I mean. 

Mr. Harrison .] — In walking the boundary of Wexford, how far is it? — That is 
what 1 meant when I said four miles. 

Four miles round; in walking the boundary you walk four miles? — Yes, they 
take half the circle ; the rights of the corporation only take half the circle ; taking 
the river as the base, and taking only one side of the river, the river forms the base 
of a semi-circle. 

Committee.'] — How far is the most distant point of the jurisdiction of Wexford 
from the town of Wexford ? — Not above a mile. 

Are there any peculiar franchises belonging to the freemen, distinct from the 
burgesses ? — The franchise is that of being exempt from toll, and bringing in goods 
from the markets ; that and the exercise of the elective franchise are the only pri- 
vileges in my recollection, as freemen. 

Does it exempt them from tolls anywhere else in any part oftheUnited Empire? 
— Yes, I believe Bristol and Liverpool. 

Beim* freemen or burgesses ? — Being freemen, they are entitled to the privilege 
at Bristol and Liverpool. 

There is no distinction with regard to those privileges belonging to the freemen 
you have mentioned, and the peculiar freemen ? — No, I never heard of any. 

Or those apprentices who have been made freemen? — No, none that ever I 
knew of. 

There are three sets of freemen, and they all enjoy the same privileges r— Yes. 
When you say your son acted indiscriminately between the two parties, you 
mean the two parties the candidates at the last election? — I meant both candidates. 
Who were they ?— Sir Robert Wigram and Sir Edward Dering. 

Did any body else take up the voters? — Nobody that I saw. 

No one went with them ? — The agents came with them sometimes, to support the 
objections. 

Nobody on Sir Edward Dering’s part?— I did not see any one ; the agents on 
both sides came up, each to support or oppose the objection. 

Do you happen to know where Mr. Hare resides ? — In the city of Dublin. 

He never resided at Wexford? — No. 

You have said your son was employed by Mr. Hare, was it before or after you 
knew Sir Robert Wigram to be the candidate?— I protest I cannot say exactly, 
because there was some time the election was talked of before the candidate was 
fixed, 1 rather think it was after Sir Robert Wigram was named. The prepon- 
derance of my recollection is, that it was after Sir Robert Wigram was named, that 
he was employed. 

What was the date of the conversation between you and Mr. Hare, as near as 
you can recollect? — It was in the hall of the Four Courts ; it was certainly before 
the election. 

Do you remember the month ?— It must have been the latter end of May, the 
election began the istof June. 

Was Sir Robert Wigram ’s name mentioned in that conversation, or not ? — I rather 
think it was, but I am not quite certain ; I am almost inclined to think it was nearly 
amounting to a certainty. 

You are confident it was in the latter end of May? — Yes, when that conversa- 
tion was ; I mean within a week or ten days of the end of May, or later. I rather 
think it must have been about ten days before the 1 st of June, because I went'down 
myself from the city of Dublin about a week before. 

[The Witness withdrew.] 



Benjamin Vickery. 
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Rev. The Reverend Richard Bevan, was again called in ; and having been sworn, 

Richard Bevan. was Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy, as follows : 

6 March YOU told us yesterday you had a conversation with Lord Ely, in which he 

1830'. ’ said he had not made up his mind? — That he had not determined; that he had not 
decided. 

I think you said it was six or seven days before the election ? — No ; I said it was 
about a week before the election, I believe. 

At that time do you not know, when Lord Ely said he had not made up his 
mind, that Sir Robert Wigram had been the candidate ? — I do not know, most 
positively. 

Do you not know now that he had been a candidate before that conversation ? — * 
No, I do not. 

Do you not now know that Sir Robert Wigram had been a candidate before that 
Conversation? — No. 

Had you seen the newspaper of that day ? — No, I had not ; nor was it mentioned' 
in the newspapers, and nobody knew it at the time that the conversation took place. 
And furthermore I have just to add, that after the Marquis of Ely had flung himself 
out of the room dissatisfied at my refusal, Mr. Hare addressed me in the room, and 
asked me had Mr. Reid, who had written to me the day, I believe, before-men- 
mentioned in his note, that the Marquis of Ely was to wait upon me in person ; 

I told him he had not ; he seemed to think it was a great omission ; because I sup- 
pose his influence was to influence me. 

Committee .] — Did you vote at the last election for Wexford ? — I did. 

For whom ? — For Sir Edward Cholmeley Dering, the grandson of my old friend, 
who was the friend of the corporation, and that is Mr. Richard Nevill. 

\The Witness withdrew .] 

Mr. Mr. William Young was called in; and having been sworn, was Examined 

William Young. by Mr. Harrison as, follows : 

WHERE do you live? — In Dublin. 

I believe you are a professional gentleman ? — Yes, an attorney and solicitor there. 

Were you employed at the last election for the borough of Wexford ? — I was. 

In what capacity did you attend there ? — I acted as poll-clerk to the mayor. 

Were you engaged to go to Wexford? — I was. 

Where were you applied to, was it in Dublin at your residence ? — It was in 
Dublin at College -green. 

Who applied to you to go Wexford? — Mr. Hare. 

In what capacity did he ask you to attend ? — Generally as an agent. 

You were to go and be employed generally as an agent ? — Yes. 

For \yhom ? — There were two. gentlemen ; Sir William Wigram I believe. 

You were employed as a general agent? — Yes. 

For whom were you to act? — For the gentleman that he was concerned for ; there 
were two candidates, and both baronets, and both Sir Williams. 

For whom were you to attend ? — For the candidate that Mr. Hare was con- 
cerned for. 

Did you go to Wexford in consequence of Mr. Hare’s application ? — I did. 

When you came to Wexford, did you there find for which candidate you were to 
be employed? — Yes, for the candidate Mr. Hare was concerned for. 

What was the name of the candidate? — I think Sir William Wigram ; the reason 
I tell you that is, I went down there not knowing in fact who the candidates were 
at the time ; and my time has been so much occupied since upon very serious 
public business, it was never brought to my attention till very lately. 

Then you were employed by Mr. Hare to go down for his candidate? — Yes, the 
gentleman he v'as concerned for. 

When you got to Wexford, did you see Mr. Hare? — Yes. 

What were you to do when you got there? — There was no very particular duty 
pointed out immediately, except that, as I happened to be in some measure con- 
versant with elections, I prepared the poll for Mr. Hare’s friend, the poll-books 
uecessary for the candidates. 

The poll-book is the book prepared for the returning officer ; do you mean the 
poll-book or check-book? — Check-books. 

You prepared the books necessary for Mr. Hare’s candidate? — Yes. 

* The 
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The check-book ? — Yes. 

Did you see Mr. Hare repeatedly at Wexford? — Always in the apartment where 

* Where was that apartment ? — It was in the town of Wexford, very near the Bull. 

Was it at the house of any individual? — Yes, it appeared to be the lodging or 
apartment of Mr. Hare. 

I)o you know Mr. Reid the mayor? — I do. 

Was Mr. Reid ever present ? — At one particular period he was, he was two or 
three times. 

Was Mr. Reid ever present when Mr. Hare and you were together ? — I am 
pretty sure he was. 

More than once? — Indeed I think he was. 

As you came down a stranger to Wexford, did you receive any directions from 
any body, or any assistance, as to how the check-books were to be prepared ? — 
No ; because knowing better how to do it than any persons there, I did not require 
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any assistance. 

Was any local knowledge given you as to who should be the electors ? — No local 
knowledge, further than the books laid before me. 

What books were laid before you ?— An old corporation book, I think it com- 
menced sometime in 1770 ; on my asking for the former ones, I was told they were 
destroyed in the rebellion. 

Were any other books or papers belonging to the corporation laid before you ? — 
An old kind of book with a list of freemen ; I do not know whether it was the book 
belonging to the corporation ; it was a book I took a great number of votes from. 

You have said the place where these things took place, was at some lodging- 
house? — Yes; I think the gentleman that owned the house was a printer and 
stationer. 

When you state Mr. Reid and Mr. Hare met more than once at this room 
when you were present, what did they discuss? — I cannot tell; I cannot charge 
my memory with any thing particular that passed. 

Any thing about the election ? — No, there was no very particular conversation 
about it; I will correct myself, there was a conversation about the mode of taking 
the election by the mayor ; the conversation, as well as I recollect it, was, that the 
mayor was greatly at a loss how the election should be taken, inasmuch as there 
had not been a contest for fifty or sixty years, and he was greatly at a loss to know 
what course to pursue, or how it should be conducted or carried on ; and that 
brought on a conversation about my taking the poll, saying I was very u'ell 
acquainted with those things, as I had taken the poll for the sheriffs of Dublin, and 
was conversant with business of that kind ; and I cannot say whether it was the 
mayor or Mr. Hare, but one of them applied to me to know if 1 would take the poll. 

In one of those conversations, the mayor seemed to be at a loss how to take the 
poll, in consequence of there having been no election for many years, and then your 
knowledge of the mode of taking the poll was alluded to? — Yes. 

Was Mr. Hare present? — Yes. 

What happened after that? — I said I would possibly have no objection to take 
the poll ; I had some objection in my own mind, being brought down on the part of 
one of the candidates, and then handed over to the mayor to do a separate duty ; 
I said if I did do so, there was a total end to any kind of further services on my 
part for Mr. Hare’s friend. 

You made an observation, that being brought down by Mr. Hare for one of the 
candidates, you felt some little scruple about being called upon to perform a different 
duty ? — Yes. 

And that if you did, there must be an end to any connection between you and the 
candidate ? — Yes. 

In consequence of what you have stated, did you ultimately take the poll ? — I did. 

Of course, taking the poll you must have observed every thing that was going on 
in the court? — Yes, what occurred in court. 

Did Mr. Hare take an active part in the election ?— Yes, as far as an agent could 
do, as I saw. 

For whom did Mr. Hare take this active part? — For Sir William Wigram. 

Did he act zealously in it? — Indeed, I think he did ; I think all the gentlemen on 
both sides were very anxious about it. 

Did Mr. Hare continue to take an active part during the whole of the election? — . 
did, so far as l saw after my quitting his service. 

>75- G Did 
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Did Mr. Hare, when he first solicited you to go down from Dublin, make any 
arrangement with you as to the remuneration you were to receive? — Yes, he did. 

From whom did you receive the remuneration to which you were entitled ulti- 
mately? —From Mr. Hare; no remuneration from the mayor for taking the poll, or 
from either of the candidates. 

All the remuneration you received was from Mr. Hare?— Yes ; according to the 
promise I had made with Mr. Hare, he was to give me a certain sum, and I was not 
to be kept there more than a single day ; but I was kept there more than four days. 



Cross-examined, by Mr. Serjeant Toddy. 

Mr. Carr was the agent for Sir Robert Wigram? — Mr. Carr was an active agent 
for Sir Robert Wigram. 

Was not he the acknowledged agent of Sir Robert Wigram ? — I do not know ; 

I cannot answer that. 

There were a great many very zealous persons on both sides ? — 'Yes. 

How many might there be ? — A great number of the gentlemen of the corporation 
were active on both sides. 

They had not had a contest there for sixty years before ? — So I understood. 

There were a good many lively boys there? — They were very pleasant. 

They were very pleasant, and very zealous on both sides I think they were. 

Did you see the reverend gentleman who was last in the box, the Rev. Mr. Bevan ? 
— Yes. 

Was he active and zealous ? — I cannot say he was ; I only saw what occurred in 
the room where I was with Mr. Hare, and that other gentleman you mentioned, 
Mr. Carr. 

Re-examined by Mr. Harrison. 

You received no money from anybody else but Mr. Hare? — No. 

Committee.'] — Do you remember the date of the conversation with Mr. Hare ? — 
I cannot tell the date of the conversation ; I left Dublin on the Friday night, and 
arrived in Wexford some time on Saturday. 

What month was it? — I think June; the election was to commence on the 
Monday. 

Do you remember the part of June ? — No ; on the Friday I left Dublin, and on 
Saturday, at 12 o’clock, I arrived at Wexford. 

When were you engaged ? — About four days previous to my leaving Dublin. 

About six days before the election?' — Yes. 

Was Sir Robert Wigram’s name mentioned at the time? — No, I cannot say it 
was ; when I met Mr. Hare he seemed very glad to see me, and seemed very 
anxious for me to go down, because 1 was acquainted with the nature of elections 
in the corporation of Dublin. 

Did he mention the name of the candidate for whom he wished you to be 
engaged? — No, Ido not think he did, merely asking me if I would go down; 
I said I would give him an answer in a day or two. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy.] — You did not tell us what you received ? — I received twenty 
guineas. 

Did that include your travelling expenses from Dublin? — No, it did not. 

That is all you were paid ? — That was all I asked. 

Do you consider that at all too much for your services? — No, indeed, I do not. 

Committee.] — Did you know that Sir Robert Wigram was a candidate before you 
went down ? — No, 1 did not. 

[The Witness withdrew.] 



William Clark. 



William Clark was called in ; and having been sworn, was Examined 
by Mr. Harrison, as follows : 

Where do you live? — At Tintern. 

Is that near Feathard ? — Yes. 

How far ? — Three miles. 

Do you know the principal part of the people that live at Feathard? — I do. 

Do you know George Tuttle? — Yes. 

George Tweedy? — Yes. 

Charles Tweedy? — Yes. 

John Tweedy? — Yes. William 
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William Powell, do you know him ? — I do. 

John Orange?— I do. 

John Lynn r— I do. 

Edward Lumsden? — I do. 

Joseph Kelly ?— I do. 

John Kelly ? — I do. 

Richard James ? — I do. 

John Jeackle ? — 1 do. 

William Hindesr — I do. 

Edward Hindes ? — I do. 

John Doherty? — I do. 

Delman Dice? — I do. 

William Clarke? — Ido. 

Another William Clarke, and two Richard Clarkes, do you know them ?— I do. 
John Taggart? — I do. 

Richard Lewis? — I do. 

John Clegg? — I do. 

James Agar? — I do. 

Joseph Clarke? — I do. 

Thomas Collins?— I do. 

Thomas Agar, Thomas Clarke, John Lumsden, John Clarke, Joseph Dice, 
Thomas Clarke, and Edward Chance, do you know all those?— I do. 

The Reverend A. Allcock, do you know him?— 1 do. 

Are all the persons I have enumerated tenants of the Marquis of Ely?— They are. 
What is Mr. Allcock? — He is a minister. 

Is he minister of Feathard? — No, of Tintern, just one part ; there are two churches 
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in it, Tintern Tower and Feathard. 

What are those persons ; do they occupy land ? — \ es, most of them. 

Are they fishermen too? — Yes, most of them. 

Iiow far is Feathard from Wexford? — Twenty miles. 

Twenty Irish miles? — Yes. 

That is a little longer than the English?— It is what we call Irish miles. 

Did you see those, or a great part of those people at the last Wexford election? 
— How long ago is that ? 

In June ? — I saw a great number of them. 

At Sir Robert Wigram’s election?— Yes ; I saw a great many of them ; only Mr. 
Dice, that lived up at Ross, did not pass my house. 

How did they go, were they in cars? — Yes, jaunting-cars. 

Was the Reverend Mr. Allcock with them? — Yes, he was. 

Were you present at any entertainment given to those freemen r— I went about ten 
or twelve days after the election was over; I went to Loftus Hall out of curiosity, 
and saw them there. 

That is Lord Ely's place ?— Yes, the Marquis of Ely’s. 

Were all those persons present at that entertainment r — Yes; only Mr. Dice an 
old person, he did not come. 

Was Lord Ely there? — Yes, he was. 

Lord and Lady Ely; was Mr. Reid there? — Yes. 

Did you ever see the freemen go into Wexford on other occasions? Yes. 

How did they go ?— Some of them had horses of their own. 

But those who had not ? — I do not know how they went ; I saw them going. 



Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy. 



What were you ; were you a tenant of Lord Ely, or a fisherman?— No. 

What were you ? — I am a farmer ; I hold four or five acres of ground ; what we 
call a farmer. . 

What do you call yourself, I thought you said a fisherman ?— I have parts of nets 
and boats of my own. 

Are you a fisherman or farmer, or both? — I may say I am both. 

Were you a voter at the last election? — I was not at Wexford. 

If you are not a voter, how- do you know that those people are? — In Fethard 
I saw them come into Wexford as freemen, as it was reported to me. 

Does a man walk differently as a freeman from other men ? — No. 

Are you in the habit of walking into people's houses without an invitation? — 
Sometimes I do into mv neighbours’ houses. 

*75. ‘ G 2 Wherever 
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Wherever you hear there is a dinner, do you walk in without an invitation ? — 
No; I went out of curiosity. 

Is it common in Ireland for a man, out of curiosity, if he hears of a dinner, to 
walk in? — It is a very common thing; it was upon the lawn or a great field, 

You walked in without invitation ? — I walked to the meadow. 

Were you a sort of spy ? — Sir ! 

Did you not hear me? — No. 

Do you know what a spy is? — Sir. 

Do you know what a spy is ? — Oh ! I do. 

Were you a spy? — No, I was not. 

What were you ? — I went there like the rest of my neighbours, out of curiosity, 
to see the band playing. 

You had not any better occupation than to see the band playing ; how long have 
you been acquainted with Mr. Baker ?— About a fortnight or three weeks. 

Has he a partner in Dublin, a gentleman older than himself ?— I cannot tell. 

Who was it desired you to go there ? — Go where? 

Where we have been talking of, Loftus Hall or this lawn ?— Not a man in the 
world, but my sole thoughts. 

Perhaps a woman might? — No ; a woman did not tell me. 

Nor a child? — No. 

When did those thoughts come upon you ? — I cannot tell ; but in the morning of 
that day I did not expect to go till the morning when I went, about eleven o’clock. 

In the morning when you got up you never thought of going, and about eleven 
o'clock the thought came upon you?— Yes ; between the morning and eleven o’clock. 

Not having talked to man, woman or child ? — Only to my wife, as I told her I 
was going to Loftus Hall. 

Was it your wife told you to go there? — No. 

Then neither man, woman nor child telling you to go, your own thoughts came 
upon you 1 — Between eight and eleven o’clock. 

Immediately after you got up? — A little after. 

How long was it after the election ? — About eight or ten days, I believe, as well 
as I can judge. 

And then you went to Loftus Hall? — I did. 

Did you dine there ? — No, I did not. 

Merely looked on ?— Not a bit nor sup did I take from the time I went till I came 
home. 

You heard the music ? — Yes. 

Lord Ely had been absent from Loftus Hall some time, had not he? — Not at that 
time ; he was present at that time. 

,. He had been absent some time before ?— No, he had not, for I saw him at Tintern 
myself, where I live myself. 

Is Tintern on the road from Ross to Wexford ?— It is on the road from Feathard 
to Wexford. 

Were you present when many of those voters were shut up in a house and im- 
prisoned ? — O no. 

Do you mean to say that ? — Is that in Wexford ? 

No ; I was speaking about some of those people being imprisoned by Mr. Nevill’s 
party ? — In what town ? 

Tintern or Tagman, whichever it was ? — There was none shut up I could see or 
hear pf. ; ■ ■ . 

Did you not hear of some being set at liberty by the magistrate, Mr. Allcock t 
— No. 

You were not there at that time ? — No. 

Re-examined by Mr. Harrison. 

This entertainment was out in meadow?— Yes, in a tent. 

You heard there was to be some eating and drinking and music, &c. : you thought 

you would go and see what was going on ? — Yes. 

You did not get a bit or sup ? — No. 

You were not a freeman ? — No. 

You did not know Mr. Baker till within a fortnight ? — No, I did not. 

And was not sent by any body ? — No. ‘ 

Committee.'] — You said you saw the freemen going in cars into Wexford? — Yes, 

they passed my door from Feathard to Wexford. 
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You do not know that they went to Wexford ? — I only saw them as they passed William Clark. 

to Wexford, as I heard of. _ • . v , 

Did you see them coming back again ? — Yes, I did, the next day, I think it was b J830 
the next day. 

On the road from Wexford ? — Yes, because they passed my house going home 
to Feathard. 

Mr. Harrison.'] — Had they cockades in their hats ?— I did not take particular 
notice of the cockades, 

Mr. Thomas Baker was again called in ; and having been sworn, was Examined 
bv Mr. Harrison, as follows : 

HAVE you looked at the book with a view to take out a list of the Feathard free- Mr 
- T , J - Thomas Baker. 

men? — I have 

• You have taken out a list? — Yes, I have. 

Does that list contain the names of the Feathard freemen who voted at the last 
election ? — They do not all appear to have resided at Feathard, but at Feathard and 
in that neighbourhood, considered as Lord Ely’s Feathard freemen. 

Did you carefully examine the book, with a view to see what freemen appeared 
on the two days in 1 795 and 1813 were made freemen belonging to that neighbour- 
hood ? — Yes. 

Do you know' the persons and the names of most of those people?— I was present 
when most of those persons voted. , 

Did they vote by the descriptions put down in that paper ?— Some did and some 
did not, some had changed their residence and some gave the name of their town- 
lands. 

The name put down in the poll-book did not, in all cases, agree with the corpo- 
ration book? — No, it did not. 

Have you examined the book carefully, to ascertain whether, with the exception 
of peculiar freemen and a few apprentices, any freemen were admitted? — Yes, in 
1 776 a batch of freemen were made. 

Give us the dates on which the batches of freemen were made ; the day of the 
month ?— The 26th of November 1 776 ; that is the first batch of freemen appearing 
to be made by the present book ; seventy-six freemen were made. 

When you looked at the book did you count them r — Yes. 

Unless you have made a mistake the number is seventy-six ?— Yes. 

Refer to the book of the 26th of November 1776?— They are not numbered ; 

I should have to go over them again. 

Mr. Serjeant Toddy.] — You believe it to be seventy-six ?— Yes, I do. 

Mr. Harrison.] — That is the first list that appears in the book ?•— Yes ; the first 
freemen. . . , , „ , 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy.]— Will you give us some of their residences.-— Beauchamp 
Bagnal Harvey, esq. Bargy Castle ; the Honourable and Rev. Thomas Stoplord, 

Courtown ; Henry Reid, esq. Wexford ; Richard Newton, esq. Ballynehallan. 

Where is that? — I am not acquainted. The next is Armstrong Brown, esq., 

Killowen ; Matthew Hughes, William Hughes and Ambrose Hughes, sons ot 
William Hughes, of Wexford ; Willoughby Lightburne and Harcourt Lightburne, 
both of the city of Dublin, esqrs. ; Josiah Martin Cultimore, of langhanow; 

Russell Budds, of Wexford ; Captain William Alcock, of Waterford ; none of those 
persons appear to have voted at the election. Nicholas Lumsden, John Lumsden, 

Samuel Lumsden, sons of John Lumsden, of Moray East near Loftus Hall , John 
Clark, Joseph Clark, William Clark, sons of William, Featherd ; Sutton Frizell, of 
Baggairn ; Ephraim Hewit, jun. of Bailey Lane ; John Hughes. . 

Mr. Adam!]— Have you a list of the names you have taken out of the book r 
I have. 

Is it a correct list ? — Not of all the names. 

Committee.] — Have you got an exact list of that batch made in 1 77° r— 1 have 
got a list returned to me by the mayor as appearing to be admitted by the book. 

Mr. Adam.]— Go on with the entry. , , 

Committee .] — Have you got a list of those who resided upon Lord Ely s estate, 
that were part of that batch?— Yes, I have, as far as I know. 

It was admitted by Mr. Serjeant Taddy, that there was a list of names, in the 
corporation book under the date of 177^ of persons, some of whose 
residences appeared to be on or near Lord Ely’s estate, and a .certain 
,75 rr G 3 number 
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number connected more or less with the Nevill family, and a certain 
number connected with neither as far as residence went ; many residing iti 
and many residing out of Wexford. 

Mr. Adam.]— What paper have you in your hand ? — A list of the freemen ad- 
mitted in 1813. 

Have you compared that with the list in that book ? — Yes, 

Is it correct? — Yes, it is. 

What is the date? — The 13th February 1813. In this list are not included the 
peculiar freemen ; this is the paper made out by the old town clerk and compared 
by him. 

[The same was handed iw.] 



The following Extracts w ere read from the Corporation Books. 

“ At an assembly of the mayor, bailiffs, burgesses and freemen of the 
borough of Wexford, held the 26th day of November 1776, previous notice 
having been first duly posted : 



Richard Nevill, esq. Mayor, 
George Reade and John Eustace, 
Right honourable Henry Earl of 
Richard Boyse, esq. 

Joshua Nunn, esq. ( 

Nath. Huson, esq. ) Burgesses ; 

John Lightburne, esq. 

Arthur Meadows, esq. J 
George Ogle, esq. 

Benjamin Neale Bayley, esq. 

Robert Chane, esq. 

Cornelius Grogan, esq. 

S. Tench, esq. 



i, esqrs. Bailiff's, 

Ely, 

W. Piggott, esq. 

Rev. Philip Heydon, 
Nathaniel Jones, 
Benjamin Hughes, 

Rev. Thomas Stephens, 
Thomas Brady, 

M. Keugh, esq. 

George Parker, esq. 

G. Moorwood, esq. 



“ At said assembly, Beauchamp Bagnal Harvey, esq. Bargy Castle ; the 
Hon. and Rev. Thomas Stopford, Courtown ; Henry Reade, esq. Wexford ; 
Richard Newton, esq. Bally nehallen ; Armstrong Brown, esq. Killow n ; 
Matthew Hughes, William Hughes and Ambrose Hughes, sons of William 
Hughes, of Wexford; Willoughby Lightburne and Harcourt Lightburne, both 
of the city of Dublin, esqrs. ; Josiah Martin Cuthmore, of Taughmow ; Russell 
Budds, of Wexford ; Captain William Alcock, of Waterford ; Nicholas Lums- 
den, John Lumsden, Samuel Lumsden, sons of John, Moicese near Loftus Hall; 
John Clarke, Joseph Clarke, William Clarke, sons of William, Feathard ; Sutton 
Freizell,Beggerin ; Ephraim Hewit,jun. Ballylane; John Hughes, son of Benjamin, 
Ballylane; John Basset, son of Francis, of Rose Garland ; Richard Davis, sen., 
Richard Davis, jun. Andrew Davisall, of Rose Garland ; Thos. Merryman, Pole- 
sallough ; Stephen Ram, esq. of Ramsfoort ; Lorenzo Moore, esq. of Tinrahir ; 
J. Rochfort of Clogrenan, esq.; Peter Wheatley, of Bellone ; EvanWilliams, of 
Actramow ; Samuel Cooper, of II wye ; Rich.Westnutt, ofllwye ; John Dalton, of 
Killgawin ; Bartholomew Everett, of Tinneranny ; Robert Shaw, son of William, 
Tottenham Green; Edward Howlin, of Coolcule ; Clifte Howlin of same; 
Jos. Hanton, son of Mathias, of Ballyhire ; Michael Ryan of Kile ; John Adams, 
Ballyregan ; Daniel Burk, of Areghmore ; Simon Leyburne, of Ballyrannel, jun. ; 
Mayfield Williams, of Clondaw ; John Graham, of Clondaw ; Henry Watkins, 
Grange; James Davis, Enniscorthy; John Horton, Killcounop; Thomas Horton 
of same ; William Walsh, of Camolin ; Thomas Hall, of Bogg and Warren; 
Cornet William Moore, Royal Irish regiment of dragoons; Rev. John Lloyd, 
Ferns ; William Drury, St. John’s ; Thomas Hastings, Killskerry; John Derry, 
senior, Allenstown; Benjamin Harrison, junior, Allenstown ; James Goddall, esq. 
Kilconnel ; Samuel Blake, esq. Mangan ; William Lett, Milehouse ; Loftus 
Tottenham, esq. Ross; Ponsonby Tottenham, esq. same; John Wheelock, 
Ballyrane; Thomas Kidd, of Kile; Thomas Finnimore, Robert Finnimore, 
George Johnston, all of Rathbawn ; Evan Edwards, Crory ; James Gettring, 
Enniscorthy; Samuel Boyce, Camolin; Robert Warring, Knockrobbin ; Robert 
Austin of same ; Thomas Bales, Ballydutfe ; Love Hiatt, jun. Dublin ; Thomas 
Grogan, esq. John Grogan, esq., jun., Johnstown, were unanimously admitted 
freemen of the said, borough ; as also William Dow lan, of Belvue. 
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“ At said assembly Doctor Ebenezer Jacob petitioned to resign his office of 
burgess of said borough, which was unanimously accepted of; at said assem- 
bly the mayor nominated Doctor Ebenezer Jacob, and Fuller Sand with, esquire, 
his two peculiar freemen ; at said assembly, Samuel Boxwell, of Larshill, was 
admitted free. 



Thomas Jones, register, 


Tempest Knox, 


George Ogle, 


Nathaniel Jones, 


B. Bayley, 


Richard Block, 


William Clifford, 


Jacob Goffe, 


Philip Heydon, 


Richard Smith, 


Samuel Heydon, 


William Watkins, 


Robert Phaire, 


George Speedall, 


William Todd Blake, 


Samuel Halt, 


William Clifford, 


R. Nevill, Mayor, 


Samuel Tench, 


George Reade, Bailiff, 


William Hughes, 


Ely, 


George Morwood, 


Richard Boyce, 


George Parker, 


Joshua Nunn, 


James Starming, 


John Lightburn, 


George Scott, 


1776—47, 


Nicholas Gray, 


Arthur Meadows, 


William Diggott 


Nathaniel Hewson, 


James Trimble, 


Henry Archer, 



Mn 

Thomas Baker. 



6 March, 

i$3p. 



“ At an assembly of the mayor, bailiffs, burgesses and freemen of the borough 
of Wexford, held the 29th day of June 1781, 

Richard Nevill, esquire, Mayor, 

John Lightburn, and John Eustace, esquires, Bailiffs, 



Henry Archer, 
Cad r Edwards, 
Joshua Nunn, 
Edward Turner, 
A. Meadows, 
George Reade, 
Walter Hore, 
Ebenezer Jacob, 



\ Burgesses. 



James Tremble, 
Benjamin Neale Baity, 
Allan M'Lean, 

Harry Hughes, 

John Lane, 

Jacob Goffe, 

Henry Hall, 

William Watkins, 



“At said assembly, Henry Archer, esquire, oneof the burgesses of said borough, 
was unanimously elected to serve as mayor for the ensuing year, and Nathaniel 
Hewson and John Eustace, esquires, two other burgesses of said borough, were 
unanimously elected to serve as bailiffs for said borough for the ensuing year ; 
at said assembly, the mayor nominated the Rev. William Dickson, of Wexford, 
and John Giffard, druggist, of Dublin, his two peculiar freemen. At said as- 
sembly the following persons were admitted freemen of said borough, there 
being stamps for each of their names, viz., the Honourable Chicester Skeffing- 
ton, collector of Wexford; the Honourable William Annsley, of Fairy-hill; 
Henry Hatton, esquire, of Clonard ; the Reverend Edward Cary, of Monfin ; 
James Boyd, esquire, of Rossbare ; John Harvey, esquire, junior, of Mount- 
pleasant ; David Melville, merchant, Dublin ; George Ronan, merchant, 
Wicklow ; Robert Goffe, of Bourmount ; Henry Hughes, esquire, of Hill 
Town ; Henry Alcock, esquire, of Wilton ; the Reverend Henry St. George, 
of Bryan’s Town ; Timothy Lea red, of Wexford ; Samuel Lahey, of Wexford ; 



Thomas Jones, Register. 



Richard Nevill, Mayor. 

John Eustace, and James Lightburn, Bailiffs ; — 1781 



Walter Hare, 
Joshua Nunn, 
Ebenezer Jacob, 
George Reid, 
Henry Archer, 
Cad' Edwards, 



Edward Turner, 
Thomas Buhard, 
B. Bayly, 

John Leared, 
Samuel Tench, 
Allan M c Lean, 



Jacob 
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Jacob Goffe, 

Robert Jones, 

Arthur Meadows, 
Matthew Hughes, 
Thomas Hall, 

Henry Watkins, 
William Todd Blake, 
William Boyd, 

Miller Clifford, 
James Trimble, 
Thomas Gordon, 
Henry Hall, 



William Watkins, 
Richard Richards, 
Richard Sadler, 
Benjamin Williams, 
Robert Maude, 
Mayfield Williams, 
Harry Hughes, 
Thomas Merryman, 
Abraham Sadler, 
George Merryman, 
Evan Williams 



At an assembly of the mayor, bailiffs, burgesses, freemen of the borough of 
Wexford, held the 2nd day of July 1782, previous notice having been 
first duly posted ; 

Henry Archer, esquire, Mayor; 

Nathaniel Huson and John Eustace, esquires, Bailiffs ; 



Richard Neville, , 

Richard Boyce, 

Joshua Nunn, 

George Reade, 

Thomas Richards, Burgesses; 
Cadw r Edwards, 

John Lightburne, 

Walter Hore, 

Ebenezer Jacob, 



Thomas Richards, apothecary, 
William Clifton, 

John Cox, 

George Cortigan, 

William Hull, 

Joseph Meadows, 

Nicholas Grey, 

William Good, 

John Harvey, 

William Gibson; — 



“ Resolved, at said assembly, That we highly approve of, and wjlj exert our- 
selves to carry into execution, the plan proposed by Mr. Secretary Fitzpatrick, 
and drawn by Captain M* Bride, for raising 20,000 seamen, pursuant to a 
vote of the House of Commons, to support Great Britain against her enemies. 

“ At said assembly the following persons were admitted free of the said cor- 
poration; that is to say, Lord Viscount Sudley ; Sir John Brown, of New- 
port, baronet ; Abel Ram, of Hyde Park, esquire ; Robert Doyne, esquire. 
Wills ; Robert Corbett, esquire, Armis Town ; John Moore, esquire, Ennis 
Corthy; Francis Leigh, Captain Charles Leigh, Joseph Leigh, esquires, Ross 
Garland; Reverend William Sutton, Jacob Sutton, both of Long Graige; 
John Edward Browne, of Rath; Henry Rogers, of Killcloggen ; Joseph 
Castle, of Bosley; Adam Loftus Lynn, of Feathard ; Jeremiah Boyce, of 
ditto; William Hurdis, of Grainge ; John Tweddy, of Houseland; Standish 
Lowray, of Aldrich; Edward Chance, of Winnington; William Robinson, of 
Rocherstown; John White, of Soighane, son of Hyacinth; Mark Walsh, 
of Strandfield ; Ebenezer Radford, of Ballymeanig, esquire ; Sam. Goodison, 
of Garryduff; Thomas Bridson, of Wexford; Richard Malone, of ditto ; Ed- 
ward Power, of Rathmore; Reverend John Roberts, of Waterford; Councellor 
William Tankerville, chamberlain, Dublin; Berkley Sidney Knox, of Dublin, 
merchant; William Silvester, of Foukesmill ; Richard Cottam, and William 
Cottam, both of Newhawn; William Gray, of Ballygraney; Francis Monk, 
of ditto ; Owen Field, of Loerghna Gair ; Thomas Collins, ditto ; Reverend 
Joseph Palmer, of Kildoran ; Reverend Roger Owen, Rossmenog ; James Fin- 
long, innholder, Enniscorthy; James Finly, esquire, Corkagh; William Finley, 
esquire, Ginnetts; Joseph Atkinson, of Kill'ioges; Thomas Kelly, of Ballybaroge ; 
Joseph Dice, of ditto; Reverend Joshua Nunn, of Enniscorthy; Henry Connel, 
of Wexford ; Henry Brownrigg, esquire, Winkfield ; Peter Lee, of Barndown ; 
John Allen, of Johnstown; Morrice Allen, of Castlebridge, son to the late Wil- 
liam Allen Boyelhewitson, of Kilkenny, esquire; Jonas King, of Barrystown ; 
John Daly,, of Clenhasten ; Thomas Thompson, of Enniscorthy ; Thomas Ed- 
wards, esquire, surgeon, Dublin; James Hughes, Ballylane ; James Shaw, 
Bailystown ; John Teagart, of Haggard ; Edward Howlin, of Ballymry ; John 
Costigan and George Costigan, sons of George, Wexford ; Joseph Gainfort, of 
Ballyheign; William Barrington, of ditto; Richard Socksmith, of Castleson ; 

Thomas 
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Thomas Kensclough, of Artrement; James Harvey, esquire, of Bargy 
Castle ; Thomas Richards and Loftus Richards, sons of Thomas Kicnards, 
apothecary, Wexford; Richard Tackabury, Ballyoriel; Lieutenant William 
Houghton, of Wexford; William Edwards, of Rathaspack; William Byron, 
of Bellgrove ; Samuel Waddy, of Wexford ; Richard Bennett and Thomas 
Bennett, both of Sheephouse,” 

Thomas Jones, Register ; 

Henry Archer, Mayor ; 

Nathaniel Euston, and John Eustace, Bailiffs 




Joshua Nunn, 
Richard Boyce, 
Walter Hore, 

Cad. Edwards, 
Ebenezer Jacob, 
Samuel Richards, 
Arthur Meadows, 
Richard Neville, 
John Lightburne, 
George Reid, 

B. Bayly, 

William Hore, 
Nar s Huson, 
William Toole, 
James Trimble, 
William Clifford, 
Nicholas Grey, 
William Gibson, 
Matthew Keugh, 
George Costagan, 
Samuel Laha, 
Thomas Gordon, 



Thomas Richards, 
John Reid, 

Richard Codit, 
Richard Davis, 
James Meadow, 
John Leared, 
Andrew Davis, 
Richard Cotton, 
Richard Sadler, 
Evans Williams, 
Thomas Brady, 
Thomas Frankland, 
Robert Mande, 
Tim. Leared, 
Francis Bassett, 
John Bassett, 
Samuel Cotton, 
Tempest Knox, 
John Harvey, 
Edward Edwards, 
Jonathan Sadler, 
Robert Corbet. 



“ At an assembly of the mayor, bailiffs, free burgesses and commonalty of the 
borough of Wexford, held the 29th of September, 1795; Arthur Meadows, 
esquire, Mayor ; 

Ebenezer Jacob and George H. Reid, esquires, Bailiffs ; 

The Honourable Lord Loftus, 

The Right honourable the Earl of Ely, 

Edward Nevill, Thomas Richards, 

James Boyd, Christopher Richards, 

Allan MacLean, Thomas Bridson, 

Bostock Radford Jacob, Na‘ Hughes, 

Francis Lee, John Boyd, 

John Lightburn, Reverend Ralph Boyd, 

Richard Waddy, Reverend William Boyd. 

“ At said assembly the Honourable John Loftus Lord Loftus was sworn 
mayor, and John Lightburn and Bostock Radford Jacob were sworn bailiffs of 
the said borough for the ensuing year ; and Arthur Meadows, the late mayor, 
was sworn mayor of the staple for the ensuing year. At said assembly John 
Donally, Henry Lea and James Hamilton were sworn Serjeants at mace for 
the ensuing year. At said assembly Ebenezer Jacob, esquire, one of the bur- 
gesses of the said borough, was sworn deputy mayor for the ensuing year. At 
said assembly the mayor appointed and declared Charles Stanley Monk, ot the 
city of Dublin, esquire, and Solomon Richards, of Salsborough in the county 
of Wexford, esquire, his two peculiar freemen. Ordered in said assembly, lhat 
in future no suit be instituted or defended in the name or at the expense ot 
this corporation, unless the same be particularly directed and authorized by an 
act of assembly. At said assembly his grace the Duke of Leinster was unani- 
mously admitted a freeman of the borough of Wexford, as also Joshua Nunn, of 
St. Margarets, esquire; James Clark, of Baily’s Town; the Reverend Joseph 
Millar of Wexford; James Stevenson, of Loftus Ilall; Thomas Vickery, 
’ H Gauger, 
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Gauger ; Thomas Tuthill, of Loftus Hall ; Benjamin Vickery, of Wexford, 
esquires ; John Tegart, of flay Town ; John Lyster, of Green Mount' 
esquire; Richard Lewis, junior, of Fealhard; the Reverend Francis Turner, 
of Ballangale ; William Clark, junior, of Feathard ; John Nickson Nunn, of 
Gorey, esquire; John Duffield, of Feathard; Joseph Duffield, of Wexford; 
Thomas Duffield, of Feathard; Frederick Gale, of Dublin, esquire ; James 
Agar, of Feathard; Daniel Gale, of Dublin, merchant; John Claig, of 
Feathard; Nathaniel Hall, of Clondaw ; the Reverend John Orr, junior, of 
Mount Rath in the Queen’s County, clerk ; Samuel Williams, of Clondaw, 
son of Mayfield Williams ; Samuel Orange, of Feathard ; Christian Wilson, 
of Benville, esquire ; Henry Bruin, of Oak Park in the county of Carlow, 
esquire; John Wolfe, of Foreraughts in the county of Kildare, esquire; Coun- 
sellor John Brownrigg, of Wingfield, esquire; the Reverend John Elgee, clerk, 
Rector of Wexford; the Reverend Henry Maclean, of Rathfarnham, clerk; 
William Blacker, of Woodbrook, esquire ; Lieutenant Henry Milward, of the 
Wexford militia; William Bolton, of Island, esquire; William Pemberton 
Pigott, of Slevey; the Reverend William Eastwood, Abraham James Howlan, 
of Ballycronigan, esquire ; George Giles, of Roberts Town, esquire, high 
sheriff of the county of Wexford; Nicholas Loftus, of Richfield, esquire; 
Loftus Cod, of Rose Garland ; Benjamin Howlin, of Virgin Prospect ; Ed- 
ward Wheeler, of Cullentra, and Captain Joseph Maclean; of the English 
Artillery, were unanimously admitted freemen of said borough. Resolved, 
That James Boyd, Arthur Meadows, John Lightburn and Bostoek Radford 
Jacob, esquires, and the Reverend John Elgie, do treat with Henry Cooper, 
esquire, for throwing back his house in the main street, and that the corporation 
do make good the expense thereof. At said assembly Robert Hughes, a peti- 
tioner for his freedom in right of apprenticeship, was found by the jury, agreeable 
to the bye-law of the 29th of June 1795, to be entitled to his freedom, and he 
was accordingly sworn a freeman ; and at same time the Reverend John Elgie, 
Henry Milward, John Johnston, the Reverend William Boyd and John 
Brownrigg, esquires, took the freeman’s oath. At said assembly William Hore, 
esquire, heretofore elected a burgess of said borough, was sworn into office. 
Ordered at said assembly, on the report of the Committee appointed to inspect 
the building of the Fish House, Court of Conscience and Town Clerk’s. Office, 
that the sum of 144/. 8$. 4 d., being the balance remaining due of the sum of 
209/. 16s. gd., be paid to the executors or representatives of John Leared, de- 
ceased, out of the corporation funds for building, and house and offices. 

Loftus, Mayor. 

John Lightburn. — 65. 1795. 

Bostoek . Radford Jacob, 

Ely, 

R. Nevill, 

Ebenezer Jacob, 

Allan Mac Lean, , 

James Boyd, 

G. H. Reid, 

R. Leigh, 

H. Archer, 

Arthur Meadows, 

William Hore, 

Thomas Jones, Town Clerk, 

John Boyd, 

Thomas Bridson, 

Robert Hughes, 

John Cullimore, 

Na 1 Hughes, 

C. Richards, 



William Hughes, 
Henry Mill ward, 
William Boyd, 

John Brownrigg, 
John Elgee, 

Matthew Hughes, 
John Johnstone, 
Ralph Boyd, 
Benjamin Hughes, 
Jacob Goffe, 
Mayfield Williams, 
William Berry, 
Samuel Atkins, 
Richard Smithie. 
Christopher Taburin, 
Richard Waddy, 
Thomas Richards, 
Arthur Leared. 



“ At an assembly of the mayor, bailiffs, burgesses and commonalty of the 
borough of Wexford, held the 13th day of February 1813, for the purpose of 
electing a burgess to serve in parliament for the said borough, in the room of 
Richard Neville, esq. the late member, who has vacated his seat by accepting 
the office of steward of the manor of East Hendred, in the county of Berks ; 

and 
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and also for the purpose of electing five burgesses for said borough, vacant by 
the deaths of John Henry, Lister Hawtry White, William Toole, Henry Al- _ 
cock and Ebenezer Jacob, esqrs., late burgesses thereof; and also for the pur- 
pose of admitting to their freedom, such persons as it may seem meet ; previous 
notice having been duly posted : 

George Harrison Reid, esq. Mayor. 

The Reverend Ralph Boyd and Charles Jacob, Bailiffs. 



Mr. 

Thomas Baker. 

6 March, 
1830; 



Reverend Jos. Miller, 
William Roper, esq. 
Archdeacon Elgee, 
Nar* Huson, esq. 
Thomas Bridson, 



Nath 1 Jones, 

John Towel, 

Nath 1 Hughes, 

Robert Hughes, 
ReveVend John Jacob. 



“At said assembly, proclamation made and precept read, and the following 
oath was taken by George Harrison Reid, mayor, pursuant to Act of Parlia- 
ment; “ 1 , George Harrison Reade, mayor of Wexford, do swear, That 1 will 
honestly, impartially and without favour to any candidate, take the poll and this 
election ; and that I have not directly nor indirectly received, nor will I here- 
after directly or indirectly receive any money, gift, reward, promise, contract or 
security for money or other reward, for or in respect of the conduct which I shall 
observe during the ensuing poll, or the return which I shall make at the close 
thereof, except the expenses of erecting booths, hiring buildings, keeping them 
in repair, and the payment of clerks and deputies, and counsel for my assistance ; 
and that I will return such person or persons as shall appear to the best of 
my judgment at the close of the poll, to have the majority of legal votes. 

G. H. Reade, Mayor, 



Sworn before me, in open court, the 13th day of February 1813. 
William Aug. Le Hunte. 



“ At said assembly, Vice Admiral John Fish was unanimously elected 
a burgess to serve in parliament for the said borough of Wexford, in the room 
of Richard Nevill, esq. ; at said assembly, William Roper, heretofore elected 
a burgess of the said borough, took the burgesses oath. At said assembly, 
William Augustus Le Hunte, esq. was unanimously elected a burgess of said 
borough, as was also the Reverend John Jacob, P Newton King, the 
Reverend John Eastwood and John Towell, esq. unanimously elected bur- 
gesses of said borough ; and the said Augustus William Le Hunte, the Reverend 
John Jacob and John Towell took the burgesses oath. At said assembly the 
Reverend John Jacob, was sworn deputy mayor ; at said assembly David Led- 
wick, M.D., was unanimously admitted a freeman of said borough, as were 
John Linn, of Featherd ; Ponsonby Hore, esq. of Wexford ; William Johnson, 
Henry Harrison, David Lyshe, all of Wexford ; Edward Lumsden, of House- 
land ; Charles Tiverdy, of same ; Francis King, of Silver-spring, esq. ; Cap- 
tain Alexander Wilson, of the Royal Navy; George Tuthill, of Hook-tower; 
William Clark, son of John Clark, of Feathard; William Clark, son of Wil- 
liam Clark, of same place ; William Hurdis, son of William Hurdis, of Grange; 
Edward Hurdis, son of said William Hurdis, John Agar, son of Thomas Agar, 
of Grange ; Richard James, of Feathard ; John Jaakel, of same ; Benjamin 
Wilson, °of Benville, esq.; Joshua Nunn, of Hill Castle, junior, esq.; John 
Jacob Tanner, of Greenfield; Benjamin White, son of Benjamin White, of 
Soiohare; Nathaniel Williams, of Clondaw; Major Robert Johns, of the isi 
garrison battalion ; Vice Admiral John l'ish, of Castle Fish; Josiah Martin, 
of Ballingale ; John Eakins, of Goffe’s Bridge ; John Horton, of Kilconnop ; 
Samuel Kenrick, of Kilconnop; William Watkins, son of Henry Watkins, of 
Ballynibarney ; William Powel, of Fealthard ; John Orange, of same; Wil- 
liam Clark, of Baylis Town, son of Thomas Clark ; John Dougherty, of Bay- 
lis Town; John Kelly, of same ; Richard Clark, of Baylis Town, son of John; 
Richard Clark, of same, son of James' Clark, counsellor George Moore, ot 
Dublin ; Henry Hall of Rathmoor ; George Hall, of same; Samuel Hall, of 
same ; Samuel Montgomery, of Naas, esq., Andrew Montgomery of same, esq., 
Nathaniel Evans, of Old Town ; Captain Henry Evans, of the Royal Navy ; 
Walter Evans, of Carker, esq. ; Joseph Kelly, of Ballyverogue ; Dilmon Dice, 
17<r IF 2 son 
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son of Joseph Dice, of same ; all unanimously admitted freemen of said 
borough ; at said assembly, Admiral Fish took the freeman’s oath : 

George H. Reid, Mayor, 

Ralph Boyd and Charles Jacob, Bailiffs, 

John Jacob, Deputy Mayor. 



J. Miller, 

John To well, 
Nar* Hewson, 
William Roper, 
John Elgee, 
Thomas Bridson, 
N. Jones, 

W. Hughes, 

N 1 Hughes, 

John Cleft, 
Thomas Agar, 
John Clark, 



Richard Lewis, 

James Agar, 

John Duffield, 

Chr. Wilson, 

Wjn. Jacock, 

Jos. Clark, 

Edward Chancey, 

George Hurdis, 

John Taagat, 

Thomas Jones, town clerk, 
Jos. Duffield. 



Mr. Serjeant Taddy contended, that he had a right to read other entries 
from the book, beside those read by the counsel for the petitioners, without 
putting in those other entries as his evidence. 

Mr. Harrison was heard against the same. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard in reply. 

The committee-room was cleared. 

The Committee determined that Mr. Serjeant Taddy ought not to be per- 
mitted to advert to any thing entered in the book, beyond the date and 
court referred to by the other side, without making the same his evi- 
dence. 

The counsel and parties were again called in, and informed of the decision 
of the committee. 



Mr. Thomas Baker was further examined by Mr. Harrison, as follows : 

You say there were forty-eight freemen in 1813? — Yes. 

How many appear to be in Lord Ely’s interest? — Nineteen, residing on his 
estate. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy. 

You are the attorney for Lady Geary? — No, I am not. 

Do you mean Lady Geary does not pay you the expenses ? — I believe the expenses 
come out of her Ladyship’s pocket. 

Mr. Harrison stated that he should close his case here, and that Mr. Adam 
would now sum up the case as to Lord Ely and the sitting member, and 
the right of voting. 

[The following Statement of the Right of Voting was delivered in by 
the Petitioners.'] 

“ HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

Town or Borough ofl “ IN the matter of the Petition of Charles Roper, esq. and 
VYexford Ejection | others, Petitioners, complaining of an undue Election for the 
e ’ town or borough of Wexford ; — 

“ Statement of the right of election in said borough delivered on the part 
of the petitioners, and for which they will contend before the Select Com- 
mittee to be appointed to try and determine same. 

“ That the right of election for members to serve in parliament for said 
town or free borough of Wexford, is in such freemen of the said town or free 
borough, as had served apprenticeships or were resident therein at the time of 
their admission to their respective freedoms. 

“ That no person can be admitted a freeman of said town or free borough, 
who has not served an apprenticeship therein, or who is not resident therein 
at the time of his admission. 

“ That 
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“ That subject to the foregoing limitations the persons having served seven Thomas Baker. 

years apprenticeship to freemen of the said town or free borough, are entitled ' 

to the freedom of the said town or free borough, and to vote at elections for the 6 March, 

same. . l8 3°" 

« That all merchants, traders and artificers and seamen, residing, inhabiting 
and exercising their trade, mystery or craft within said borough, are of right 
entitled, under the Act of the 13th and 14th of Charles 2, intituled, ‘ An Act 
for encouraging Protestant Strangers and others to inhabit and plant in the 
Kingdom of Ireland,’ are of right entitled to the freedom thereof, and to 
vote at elections for the same during their constant residence therein and no 
longer. 

[The following Statement of the Right of Voting, was delivered in by the 
Sitting Member . ] 

Borough of Wexford"! “ IN the matter of the Petition of Charles Roper, Andrew 

Election. J j Montgomery and William Goodisson, complaining of an 
undue election and return for the borough of Wexford 

« Statement of the right of voting in the mayor, bailiffs, free burgesses 
and community or freemen, whether resident or not. 

“ The Act of 14 and 15 Charles 2. c. 13, was read. 

“ The Act of 17 and 18 Charles 2, c. 2. sec. 82. was read. 

“ The Act of 25 Charles 2, (rules and orders) was read.” 

Mr. Adam was heard to sum up the case on behalf of the Petitioners, so far 
as related to the points just stated by Mr. Harrison. 



Luna, 8° die Martii, 1830 . 



HENRY CLIVE, ESQUIRE, 

IN THE CHAIR. 



THE names of the Committee were called over ; all present. 8 March, 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard to state the case on behalf of the Sitting Member. 1830. 

Mr. Harrison was heard in reply upon the authorities cited by Mr. Serjeant Taddy. 

[ The Committee-room was cleared.'] 

After some time, Mr. Harrison and Mr. Serjeant Taddy were called in, and the 
chairman stated, that it did not appear, on the right of voting given in by the counsel 
for the Petitioners, whether they meant to contend that apprenticeships should be 
served with freemen or not, or whether they should be served with freemen residing 
in the town of Wexford or not. 

Mr. Harrison stated, that on behalf of the Petitioners he was willing to limit the 
right to persons serving apprenticeships, to freemen in the town of Wexford. 

[Mr. Harrison and Mr. Serjeant Taddy withdrew.] 

The Committee determined, that the right of election delivered in by the counsel 
for the Petitioners, which is as follows : 

“ That the right of election for members to serve in Parliament for said 
town or free borough of Wexford, is in such freemen of the said town or free 
borough as had served apprenticeships therein, or were resident therein, at 
the time of their admission to their respective freedoms. That no person can 
be admitted a freeman of said town or free borough, who has not served an 
apprenticeship therein, or who is not resident therein, at the time of his ad- 
mission. That subject to the foregoing limitations, the persons having served 
seven years apprenticeship to freemen of the said town or free borough, are 
entitled to the freedom of the said town or free borough, and to vote at 
elections for the same. That all merchants, traders and artificers, and sea- 
men residing, inhabiting and exercising their trade, mystery or craft within 
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8 March, said borough, are of right entitled, under the Act of the 1 3th and 1 4th of 

1830. Charles 2, intituled, ‘ An Act for encouraging Protestant Strangers and 

— / “ others to inhabit and plant in the Kingdom of Ireland,” are of right entitled 

to the freedom thereof, and to vote at elections for the same, during their con- 
stant residence therein, and no longer,” is not the right of election for the town 
or borough of Wexford : 

“ That the right of election delivered in by the counsel for the sitting 
Member, which is t as follows : ‘In the mayor, bailiffs, free burgesses, and 
community or freemen, whether resident or not ; ” is not the right of election 
for the town or borough of Wexford 

“ That the right of election for members to serve in Parliament for said town 
'jt free borough of Wexford, is in such freemen of the said town or free borough 
an have served apprenticeships therein, or were resident therein, at the time of 
their admission to their respective freedoms. That no person can be admitted 
a freeman of said town or free borough who has not served an apprenticeship 
therein, or who is not resident therein, at the time of his admission. That, 
subject to the foregoing limitations, the persons having served seven years 
apprenticeship to freemen of the said town or free borough, are entitled to 
the freedom of the said town or free borough, and to vote at elections for 
the same. That all persons admitted to the freedom of the said town or bo- 
rough, by virtue of an Act passed in the 14th and 15th years of the reign 
of his Majesty King Charles 2, intituled, ‘ An Act for encouraging Protestant 
Strangers and others to inhabit and plant in the Kingdom of Ireland ; ’ or by 
virtue of the new rules of the said town or borough, are entitled to vote at 
elections of members of Parliament therein, according to the directions of the 
said Act and new rules.” 

The counsel and parties were again called in, and informed of the determination 
of the Committee. 



Mart is, 9‘ die Martii , 1830. 



HENRY CLIVE, ESQUIRE, 

IN THE CHAIR. 



THE names of the Committee were called over ; — all present. 

The Committee deliberated. 

After some time the counsel and parties were called in, and the counsel for the 
Petitioners were directed to proceed with their case. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy objected to the counsel for the Petitioners proceeding 
any further in their case, as the Committee had already determined that 
Residence was a necessary qualification to the right of voting ; and it was 
already proved the Petitioners were none of them resident at Wexford, at 
the time of their election, or at the time of voting, or at the time of 
petitioning. 

Mr. Harrison stated, it was too late for the counsel for the sitting Member 
to take the objection now ; that the objection, if taken at all, should have 
been taken before the Petitioners commenced their case. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, that he did give notice to the other side, at the • 
commencement of the proceedings, that he should take the objection 
when the proper time arrived for his so doing ; and that now was the only 
time when he could have taken the objection. 

The counsel and parties were directed to withdraw. 

The Committee determined, that the counsel for the sitting Member had taken 
the objection at the proper time. 

The counsel and parties were again called in, and informed of the determination 
of the Committee. 

Mr. Harrison stated, that he would now proceed to show that Mr. Goodisson 
was a freeman, admitted and sworn, and had beep so upwards of six 

years, 
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years, and therefore his title could not be impeached ; and referred to the 
Evesham, Drogheda, Kilkenny and Sudbury cases, and the 38th Geo. 3, 
chap. 2, sect, l . 



Mr. Thomas Baker was again called in ; and having been sworn, was further 
Examined by Mr. Adam, as follows : 



WILL you turn to the entry in the corporation book of the 29th of June 1810 > Mr. 

—J have got it Thomas Baker, 

See if there is any entry of William Goodisson having taken the freeman’s oath ? ' 

.-Yes, I see it. 9 March, 

Read it. 1830. 



“ At said assembly, Samuel Sparkes, esq. William Goodisson, Samuel 
Kendrick and Nathaniel Williams took the freeman’s oath.” Signed by 
“ Arthur Meadows, mayor; Charles Jacob and John Towell, bailiffs •” and by 
a number of burgesses, amongst whom is the present mayor, and a consider- 
able number of freemen. 

Does Mr. Goodisson happen to sign it himself ?— Not this entry ; but I have seen 
entries in the book which he has signed. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Seijeant Toddy. 

Do you find any stamped admission of Mr. Goodisson ?— The admission does 
not appear to be stamped. 

Mr. Harrison .] — What year is it? — 1819. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, that it was necessary under the Stamp Act, that 
“ dmission of evel 7 freeman should be stamped, and therefore 
Mr. Goodisson was not a freeman. 

Mr. Harrison, was heard in answer to the objection. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard in reply, and referred to the Drogheda case. 

Mr. Adam was heard upon the Drogheda case. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was further heard in reply. 

The committee-room was cleared. 

The Committee determined, without coming to any decision upon the question as 
to the stamps, that the Petitioner Mr. Goodison, having claimed to vote, and having 
voted at the last election, was entitled to petition the House. 

The counsel and parties were again called in, and informed of the decision of the 
Committee. 

Mr. Harrison stated, that he should first proceed upon the class of 
votes objected to, as being persons elected in 1795 and 1813, and with 
reference to whom the objection was, that they were illegally elected, 
inasmuch as the question was put upon them in a lump, instead of 
being put upon each individual freeman ; and referred to the case of the 
King v. Mundy, 2d Cowper, and the King v. Player, in 2d Barnewall 
and Alderson. 



Mr. Charles Jacob was again called in ; and having been sworn, was further 
Examined by the Committee, as follows : 

YOU have stated, that in 1 8 1 3 a list of freemen was delivered to the mayor 
ana read over ; and that it was proposed and seconded ; in what manner were 
ne freemen upon that list elected; was the question put upon each indivi- 
tre fnan, or in what way was it done when the batches were made?— When 
ne batches were made, the freemen were called over. As many as are of opinion 
mat these men should be free, say Aye. 

Vas each individual examined separately, or were they included in a lump ? — 
madeTf ^ inStances were not P resent > they were seldom present when they were 

The names were not put separately? — No; the number was read over by the 
ma yor altogether. 

And the question taken as to the whole number ? — Yes. 

And not each individually ? — No. 

[ The Witness withdrew.'] 

j 75- H 4 Mr. 



Mr. 

Charles Jacob. 
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Mr. Thomas Baker was again called in, and further Examined by Mr. Adam , 
as follows : 

Mr. LOOK at the date of 1795 ; [the Witness referred to the Corporation book;] 

Thomas Baker, does the name of William P. Pigott appear upon the batch of 1 795 ? — Yes. 

Does he appear to have been elected in 1795 ? — Yes. 

9 March Loftus Codd? — Yes. 

1 3 °‘ The Reverend John Orr? — Yes. 

John Nixon Nunn? — Yes. 

Richard Lewis? — Yes. 

John Clegg ? — Yes. 

James Agar ? — Yes. 

Now turn to the entry of 1813 ? — I have got it. 

Do you find the name of George Tuttle? — Yes. 

John Tweedy ? — I do not see it at present. 

Joshua Nunn? — Yes. 

John Lynn? — Yes, I find him. 

Joseph Kelly? — Yes. 

John Kelly ? — Yes. 

Richard James? — Yes. 

William Hurdis? — Yes. 

John Ekins ? — Yes. 

John Doherty? — Yes. 

Dilman Dice ? — Yes. 

William Clark? — Yes. 

Another William Clark ? — Yes. 

Richard Clark ? — Yes. 

And another Richard Clark? — Yes. 

Now look again for John Tweedy? — I do not find it. 

Now look to 1795 ?— It is in the book somewhere, I cannot find it. 

Have you the original poll? — Yes. 

Will you turn to the poll-book and tell me if you find the name of William P. 
Piggott, and tell me for whom he voted? [The Witness referred to the poll-book .] 
— I find Dilman Dice. 

For whom did he vote?— For Sir Robert Wigram ; here is John Ekins also. 

For whom did he vote ? — For Sir Robert Wigram ; John Lynn I find. 

For whom did he vote ?— Sir Robert Wigram. Richard Lewis I find also, he 
voted for Sir Robert Wigram. William Hurdis I have, he voted for Sir Robert 
Wigram. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy objected, that the list of objected voters that had been 
handed in by the counsel for the Petitioners, was not sufficiently specific, 
although he admitted that if merely a list of votes objected to had been 
given in, it would have been sufficient ; but the grounds of objection being 
stated, it was necessary they should be full and specific, which they did 
not appear to be on the list. 

Mr. Adam was heard in answer to the objection, and put the following 
questions to the Witness. 

Mr. Adam.] — Turn to the swearing in of some one of those in 1 8 1 3, or 1 795 
Here it is. I have got it. “ At said assembly Edward Lumsden.” 

Is he admitted ? — Yes, he was one of those admitted in 1813. 

Do you find any entry of his swearing ? — Yes, it is here. 

Is Lumsden among these ?— 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy objected to the evidence being given, as there was an 
objection before the Committee that was not yet disposed of. 

Mr. Adam stated, he could only show what the course of practice had been 
in Wexford by reading entries from the corporation-book. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy objected to the course proposed. 

The Committee decided that the evidence might be given. 

Committee.] — Read the beginning of the entry and the end of it ? — “ At the said 
assembly David Leetwiche, M. D. was unanimously admitted a freeman.” Then 
there is a list of names. 

Now 
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Now go to the end P — “ Are unanimously admitted freemen of the said borough.” 
Dilman Dice is the last name. 

Mr. Adam was further heard in answer to the objection. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard in reply. 

The committee-room was cleared. 



Mr. 

Thomas Baker. 



9 March, 
1830. 



The Committee determined, that the statement of objections to votes was 
sufficiently specific. 

The counsel and parties were again called in, and informed of the determi- 
nation of the Committee. 






Mr. Thomas Baker was again called in ; and further Examined by 
Mr. Harrison, as follows : 

Will you go on to find the names on the poll ? — I have checked this list, and find 
that all these persons voted. 



[ 77 /e Witness delivered in the following List ;] 
George Tuttle, 

Joshua Nunn, 

John Lynn, 



Joseph Kelly, 
John Kelly, 
Richard James, 
William Hurdis, 
John Eakins, 
John Doherty, 
Dilman Dice, 
William Clarke, 



William Clarke, 
Richard Clarke, 
Richard Clarke, 
William P. Piggott, 
Loftus Codd, 
Reverend John Orr, 
John Nixon Nunn, 
Richard Lewis, 
John Clegg, 

James Agar, 

John Tagart. 



Do you find John Tweedy ? — No ; but there is the name of John Tagart in 
1795, which was not given to me by Mr. Adam. 



Mr. Harrison stated, that he had closed his case upon this class of voters, 
and that it would be for the counsel for the sitting Member to show they 
were good votes. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, that the counsel for the Petitioners ought to go 
through the whole of their case upon the objected voters, before he was 
called upon to answer. 

Mr. Harrison was heard in opposition to the course proposed. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard in reply. 

The committee-room was cleared. 

The Committee determined, that Mr. Serjeant Taddy should proceed and 
answer the objection made to those votes. 

The counsel and parties were again called in, and informed of the decision 
of the Committee. 

Mr. Harrison stated, he would give a little more evidence upon those votes, 
to show that they were sworn at the last election. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy objected to Mr. Harrison giving additional evidence 
upon this class of votes. 

The Committee determined, that additional evidence could not be given, as 
the Committee had come to a decision upon the course to be pursued. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy applied to the Committee to have till to-morrow to 
answer the objections made to this class of votes. 

The Committee acceded to the request. 



175 - 
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Mercurii , 10° die Martii, 1830 . 
HENRY CLIVE, ESQUIRE, 

IN THE CHAIR. 



10 March, 
1830. 



Mr. 

John Porter. 



Mr. 

Thomas Baker. 



THE names of the Committee were called over; all present. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, in answer to the objection taken to a certain 
class of voters on the ground of their being elected in batches in 1795 and 
1813; that the objection came too late and could not now be insisted 
upon, after the lapse of time that had taken place since their election. 

Mr. Harrison was heard in answer to the objection. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard in reply. 

The Committee-room was cleared. 

The Committee determined, that the votes of 1795 and 1813 were unduly 
elected ; and that the onus lies on the sitting Member to prove that the 
defect of their election has been cured. 

The counsel and parties were again called in, and informed of the decision 
of the Committee. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, as to several of the voters, he should prove they 
had acted and served as freemen in many instances since the time of their 
election. 

Mr. John Porter was called in ; and having been sworn, was Examined 
by Mr. Wigram, as follows : 

WILL you open the corporation book at page 223 ? — 

[ The Witness turned to the corporation book.] 

Do you find the name of Loftus Codd in that page r — I do. 

Will you read what you find there ; what is the date ? — The 8th day of Sep- 
tember 1812. 

“ At an assembly of the mayor, bailiffs and free burgesses and commonalty 
of the borough of Wexford, held the 8th day of September 1812, for the purpose 
of electing a mayor for the said borough for the ensuing year, in the room of 
Ebenezer Jacob, esq. the late mayor elect, lately deceased ; previous notice 
having been duly posted for that purpose.” 

[Then follow the names of several persons, and amongst others Loftus Codd.] 

Mr. Adam.] — What does he appear to have done? — He has signed the book 
upon that occasion ; the first name is the Rev. Joseph Miller, mayor; the Rev. 
Ralph Boyd and Charles Jacob, esq. bailiffs ; and amongst the rest the name of 
Loftus Codd occurs. 

Mr. JVigram.] — Turn to page 244 in that book ? — I have it. 

Committee .] — Was there any contest for the mayoralty in the instance you have 
just quoted ? — There does not appear to be any. 

Mr. TVigram .] — Do you find the name of Loftus Codd in page 244 ? — I do. 
Will you read the title there showing what was done? 

“ At an assembly of the mayor, bailiffs, free burgesses and commonalty of 
the borough of Wexford, held the 13th day of September 1816 ; the Reve- 
rend Ralph Boyd, mayor ; John Towell, bailiff ; Charles Jacob, deputy mayor.” 
Do you find the name of Loftus Codd, amongst others, signed at the bottom of 
that entry ? — I do. 

Mr. Thomas Baker was again called in ; and having been sworn, was 
Examined by Mr. Adam , as follows : 

HAVE you examined that book ? — I have. 

From the beginning to the end ? — Yes. 

Carefully ? — Yes. 

Turn to the entry of the election of Sir Robert Wigram as member of Parlia- 
ment? — I have it. 

Will you tell me if any freemen were sworn in at the assembly holden for the 
purpose of the election? — Yes. 

Does 
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. Does Loftus Codd appear sworn in upon that occasion ? — He does. 

Read the entry. 

“ At an assembly of the mayor, bailiffs, free burgesses and commonalty of the 
borough of Wexford, held the 1st day of June 1829, for the election of 
a burgess to serve in Parliament, pursuant to notice duly posted and published 
in compliance with a precept from the sheriff, George Harrison Reid, esquire, 
mayor, ; the poll was conducted by John Hare, esquire, a burgess, when the 
usual oaths were administered to the mayor and mayor’s deputy, and the 
mayor’s poll clerk; the following freemen took the freeman’s oath.” 

Does Loftus Codd’s name appear among those freemen who took the freeman’s 
oath?— Yes. 

Have you searched the book in order to see if there is any previous entry of 
Loftus Codd being sworn in a freeman? — Yes. 

Can you find any? — No. 

Do you believe none such exist ? —I do. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy. 

Do you not find several persons who were sworn in 1 829, who had also been 
sworn before? — Some. 

Several ; I will mention some. Nathaniel Vickery ; first tell us whether he is 
not sworn in 1829 ? — Nathaniel Vickery appears to have been sworn here. 

Richard Richards ? — I do not see the name of Richard Richards among those 
sworn in here. 

William Timpson? — He does not appear to have been sworn. 

Will you turn to the entry of the 29th of September 1788, and see if you do 
not find Mr. Vickery to have been sworn at that period ? — Nathaniel Vickery 
appears to have taken the freeman’s oath on that day, but he is not in the least 
objected to. 

Never mind that: he appears there? — Yes. 



Mr., 

Thomas Baker , 
10 March, 
1830. 



Mr. John Porter was further Examined by Mr. Wigram, as follows : 

TURN to page 209 of that book ; do you find the name of Richard Lewis in 
that page ?— I do. 

Will you read the entry in that page, the names of the mayor and the principal 
officers ? 

“ At an assembly of the mayor, bailiffs, free burgesses and commonalty of 
the borough of Wexford, held the 29th day of June 1809; the Reverend 
Joseph Miller, mayor ; George H. Reid, Hawtrey White, esquires, bailiffs ; 
Richard Nevill, esquire ; the Reverend Ralph Boyd,” and many other names. 

Do you find the name of Richard Lewis among other names there? — Yes. 

Turn to page 214 ; do you find the name of Richard Lewis in that page? — I do. 

What year is it?— The 29th of June 1810. 

“ At an assembly of the mayor, bailiffs, and free burgesses and common- 
alty of the borough of Wexford, held the 29th of June 1810, Ebenezer Jacob, 
esquire, mayor; the Reverend Joseph Miller and the Reverend Ralph Boyd, 
bailiffs.” Richard Lewis has signed his name, among many other persons. 

Mr. Adam.'] — As he did in 1809? — Yes. 

Mr. Wigram.] — Does it appear on the entry on that page, for what particular 
purpose the meeting was holden ?— There is an entry of the election of bailiffs for 
the borough for the ensuing year. 

Turn to page 262 of that book ; does the name of Richard Lewis appear upon 
that page? — Yes, it does. 

Read the title and the names of the principal officers. 

“ At an assembly of mayor, bailiffs, free burgesses and commonalty of the: 
borough of Wexford, held the 29th of June 1819; Arthur Meadows, esquire, 
mayor, Charles Jacob and John Towell, esquires, bailiffs.” It is for the purpose 
of electing a mayor. “ Robert Johns, esquire, was unanimously elected 
mavor.” It was for the election also of bailiffs. 

That was a charter day ? — Yes. 

Do you find the name of Richard Lewis signed among other names there ?— Yes. 

Turn to page 287 ; do you find the name of Richard Lewis in that page? — Yes. 

Read, as before, the entry ? 

“ At an assembly of the mayor, bailiffs, free burgesses and commonalty of 
the borough of Wexford, held the 29th day of June 1825; Robert Hughes, esq. 

I 2 mayor, 
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mayor, Charles Jacob, bailiff. At the said assembly, Robert Johns, esq, 
was. elected the mayor; Charles Jacob and George Harrison Reid, esqs. 
were elected bailiffs ; also Sir Henry Meredith was elected a burgess.” 

Do you find the name of Richard Lewis signed among other names at the bottom 
of that page ? — I do. 



Mr. Mr. Thomas Baker was further Examined by Mr. Adams, as follows: 

— WILL you turn to the assembly, held upon the 1st of June 1829, and tell me if 

you find Richard Lewis sworn there as a freeman ? — Yes, I do. 

Have you searched the book to ascertain whether he has ever been sworn before? — 
I have searched the book, and do not find him ever to have been sworn before. 

Committee .] — You do not find him entered before? — Yes, I have found entries 
where his name is, but I do not find him entered to have been sworn. 



j ^ Mr- Mr. John Porter was further Examined bv Mr. Wigram, as follows : 

NOW turn to page 229, do you find the name of James Agar ?- — I do ; — 

“ At an assembly of the mayor, bailiffs, burgesses and commonalty of the 
borough of Wexford, held the 13th of February 1813, for the purpose of elect- 
ing a burgess to serve in parliament for the said borough, in the room of 
Richard Nevill, esq., who has vacated his seat by accepting the office of 
steward of the manor of the East hundred of Chiltern, in the county of Berks, 
and also for the purpose of electing five burgesses for the said borough, vacant 
by the death of John Henry Lister, Hawtrey White, William Toole, Henry 
Alcock and Ebenezer Jacob, esqs , late burgesses thereof ; and also for the 
purpose of admitting to their freedom such persons as it may seem meet, pre- 
vious notice having been duly posted ; George Harrison Reid, esq., mayor, 
the Reverend Ralph Boyd and Charles Jacob, bailiffs.” 

Do any freemen appear to have been admitted on that day ? — A great many. 

You find the name of James Agar among a great many others, signing that? — 
Yes. 

Will you turn to page 262? — 

“ At an assembly of the mayor, bailiffs, free burgesses and commonalty of 
the borough of Wexford, held the 29th day of June 1819 ; Arthur Meadows, 
esq., mayor, Charles Jacob and John Towell, bailiffs ; at the assembly, Robert 
Johns, esq., was unanimously elected mayor, and Arthur Meadows, and Ro- 
bert Hughes, bailiffs, for the ensuing year; at the said assembly, Samuel Sparks 
and William Goodisson, Samuel Kendrick and Nathaniel Williamson took the 
freeman’s oath.” 

Does James Agar’s name appear to that entry? — Yes. 

Mr. Thomas Baker was further Examined by Mr. Adam, as follows : 

Mr. HAVE you looked at the book for the name of James Agar ? — Yes. 

Th omas Bak er. Do y OU bnd whether James Agar was sworn at the election for Sir Robert Wi- 

gram ? — Yes. 

Have you searched the book, and do you find whether he was ever sworn before ? 
— I have, and I do not find him sworn before. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy .] — He has not said he was sworn at the election. 

Mr. Adam.'] — Turn to the entry, do you find James Agar sworn at the election ? 
— Yes. 

Have you searched the book to see whether if there is any previous entry of his 
being sworn ? — I have. 

Could you find any ? — No. 

Mr. JohnPorter was further Examined by Mr. Wigram, as follows : 

Mr. LOOK at page 207 ; do you find the name of John Clegg? — 

Jo hn Port er. “ At an assembly of the mayor, bailiffs, free burgesses and commonalty of 

the borough of Wexford, held the 29th day of September 1808.” 

Do you find his name signed to that? — Yes. 

The Committee suggested whether it would not be the better mode of pro- 
ceeding, to take one vote out of the list for each of the years 1 795 and 1813. 

Mr. 
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Mr. Adam consented to the counsel on the other side selecting two of 
their strongest cases, on which to raise the question. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy acceded to the course proposed. 

Mr. Wigram.] — Now page 287 John Doherty? — I find his name here. 

Read it. — 

“ At an assembly held the 29th of June 1825, Robert Hughes, esq. mayor.” 
Do you find the name of John Doherty signed there among others ? — Yes. 

Now turn to page 291 ? — 1 have it. 

Do you find the name of John Doherty ? — I do. 

Read it. — 



Mr. 

John Porter. 



10 March, 
1830. 



“ At an assembly of the mayor, bailiffs, free burgesses and commonalty of 
the borough of Wexford, held the 29th day of June, 1826; Robert Johns, 
esq. mayor.” 

Have you found the name of John Doherty, signed among other persons at the 
bottom of the page? — Yes. 

Now turn to page 299? — I have it. 

Do you find the name of John Doherty there? — I do. 

Read it. — 

“ At an assembly of the mayor, bailiffs, free burgesses and commonalty of 
the borough of Wexford, held the 30th day of June 1828, pursuant to ad- 
journment 

John Doherty has signed the book amongst many other persons. 



Mr. Thomas Baker was further Examined by Mr. Adam, as follows : 

WAS John Doherty sworn in at the election of Sir Robert Wigram ?; — Yes. 
Have you searched to find any previous entry of his swearing? — Yes, and I find 
no other. 

Mr. John Porter was further Examined by Mr. Wigram, as follows : 

Turn to page 262; do you find the name of William Clarke? — The 29th of 
June, 1819 ; William Clarke has signed the book. 

Now 298? — He has signed the book on that day, June 30th, 1828. 

Committee .] — There are two William Clarke’s? — 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy. ] — Is the hand-writing the same, you can look at the hand- 
writing? 

Mr. Adam admitted the hand-writing was the same. 



Mr. 

Thomas Baker. 



Mr. 

John Porter. 



Mr. Thomas Baker was further Examined by Mr Adam, as follows : 

DID you search for William Clarke? — Yes. Mr. 

Was he sworn at the last election ? — Yes. Thomas Baker. 

And not before ? — No. 

As it appears on the book ? — Yes. 

Committee .] — He was sworn previously to the poll at the iast election ? — Yes. 

Mr. Robert Hughes was again called in ; and having been sworn, was 
Examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy, as follows : 

YOU were present at the last election r — I was. Mr 

You are the present mayor? — I am. Robert Hughes. 

Were you present during the time that the voters were brought up to the poll ? — 

Occasionally. 

Was it the course to take the freeman’s oath by many or most of them ? — A great 
number of them, and most of them, were sworn at the time. 

What do you mean by “ at the time” ? — At the time of the election, either on 
the ist or 2d of June. 

Was it done generally, or was it done after an examination as to whetner they 
had been sworn before or not, or generally for greater caution? — Whenever any of 
the voters had a doubt in their own minds whether they had been sworn before, 
they were generally sworn at that time. 

Did it happen that many were sworn who had been sworn before? — I believe 
there were. 

[The Corporation book was handed to the Witness . ] 

* 75 - I 3 Look 
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Look at Henry Milvvard, the 29th of September 1795 ? — I have him. 

Mr. Adam.]— What are you reading from ? — From a document I copied from 
this book. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy.] — Is Henry Mil ward sworn? — Yes, he was sworn in 1795. 

The Rev. John Reade, the 29th of September 1 797 ? — He was sworn in 1 797, 

Will you look at the polling for Sir Robert Wigram, and see whether they were 
sworn again in 1829, at the last election? — Henry Milward appears to have been 
sworn. 

The Rev. John Reid ? — And the Rev. John Reid. 

Committee .] — Do the Committee understand you to say, that when those who 
polled at the last election were sworn, it was under an impression that they had not 
been sworn before ; and, in those two particular cases, that that particular impression 
existed — that Mr. Reid and Mr. Milward apprehended they had not been sworn 
before ? — I imagine they did not recollect their having been sworn before, and 
therefore, in order, as they conceived, to make their votes legal, they were sworn at 
the time of the election. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, that Collins, Clarke, Milward, Orange, Reid, 
Johnson, and Vickery, were persons in a similar situation to those spoken 
to by the last Witness, who was sworn at the last election, having been 
sworn previously; that Collins was sworn the 29th of September 1820. 

Mr. Adam admitted that Collins was sworn in 1 820, but was not sworn at 
the election. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, that John Johnstone was sworn at the last elec- 
tion, having been also sworn previously, the 29th of September 1795. 

Mr .Adam inquired when John Johnstone was elected. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated the 1st of June 1 784. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, that William Clarke, jun. of Fethard appeared 
to have been sworn in June 1829; that William Clarke, son of William 
Clarke of Fethard, was admitted the 13th February 1813 ; and that on 
the 29th of June 1814, a William Clarke was sworn in. 

Mr. Adam objected to the sufficiency of the proof of the identity of Wil- 
lliam Clarke who was sworn in 1829, with the William Clarke swofn 
in 1814. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, that it appeared John Orange was elected the 
1 3th of February 1813, and sworn the 29th of June 1814, and that he 
voted on the 2d of June 1 829, and was sworn on that day. 

Mr. Thomas Baker was further Examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy. 

WERE there a good many of your voters sworn again who had been sworn 
before ? — There were some. 

How many do you think ? — I could .make out a list. 

Tell us about? — I should think eight or nine. 

Mr .Adam.] — When was it? — At the election. 

.Why?— I am not aware why they were sworn ; I did not direct it. 

Do you speak from any thing except the book? — No. 

Mr. Serjeant 7 W(/y.]— Was not it to be quite sure in case there was any doubt, 
that they were sworn again ? — No, it was not. If I had been aware of it I should 
not have permitted it. 

Why was it done? — It was the voluntary act of the different voters. I should 
certainly have prevented it. 

Mr. Adam stated he had some further evidence to give on these votes. 

Mr. Charles Jacob was again called in ; and having been sworn, was 
; further Examined by Mr. Harrison , as. follows : 

H.OW early did you begin to attend the corporate meetings ; about what year ?— 
tj . I think it was in 1801 ; I have been there when a.bov; the meetings used to be 

partly at our house before they w ent down to the court-house. 

You were in the habit of attending corporate meetings before you were a corpQ- 
.rator?— Yes. 

And since you were a corporator you have constantly attended? — Yes, 

And you have been of course present when freemen were sworn ? - I have. 
During the whole period that you have been in the habit of attending the corpo- 

rate 
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rate meetings, were freemen sworn at corporate meetings, and entered in the book 
as sworn? — Yes. 

And in every instance in which a freeman was sworn, an entry was made of his 
being sworn ? 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy. ] — Do you keep the book ? — No. 

How can you swear to it? — Every thing that was mentioned and done in the 
court, was read by the town clerk out loud. 

Mr. Harrison .] — It was entered by him? — Yes. 

And then read? — Yes. 

From your knowledge, are you able to state in every instance in which a freeman 
was sworn, an entry was made of his swearing?— Yes. 

Was that during the whole time you have been corporator, the practice of the 
corporation? — Yes, since I knew it. 

Have you a sufficient recollection of what took place before you were a corpo- 
rator, to say that that has been the practice since you have known it? — Yes. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy. 

What age were you in 1 795 ? — I was about fifteen or sixteen. 

Cannot you tell us with more accuracy w'hether it was fifteen or sixteen? — I think 
about fifteen or sixteen. 

What situation were you in at that time ? — My father was a timber-merchant. 

What situation were you in ; were you at school ? — I was, I think, at school. 

Where were you at school ? — At Wexford. 

Being in school at Wexford, can you -tell us what was the course as to the town 
clerk keeping the book at that period ?— I attended all the meetings. 

When you were fifteen ? — I have attended the meetings. 

Do they let the boys at Wexford attend all the corporate meetings at Wexford, 
from fifteen years old and upwards ; is it usual for boys of fifteen years old at 
school to attend corporate meetings at Wexford? — I have been in the court-house, 
particularly at the time the batch was made ; I recollect particularly in the old court- 
house. 

You were at school you tell us j what time in the day is the corporste meeting 
held?— Generally about twelve o’clock. 

How long did it last, do you recollect that ?— About an hour, I should think. 

About the dinner time of the boys at Wexford ; was not it in the year 1 795 ? — No. 

What made you recollect exactly what took place in 1795; has anybody re- 
freshed your memory lately ? — No ; my reason for the batch being made in 1 795- 

The reason of your recollecting it, I ask ? — The reason I know of that batch 
being made in 1 795 is, that it was in the old court-house ; that is what makes me 
recollect it. 

Was there nothing done in the old court-house after 1 795 ? — Yes, there was. 

What reason is there for your recollecting, if you attended in the old court-house 
afterwards, that those names were read over in 1 795 ? — I remember a large batch 
of freemen being made in the old court-house in 1 795 ; I was present at it. 

How do you recollect it was in 1 795 ; were you never present upon other occa- 
sions ? — I should think I was at many of them. 

Were you the only boy at Wexford that used to go to corporate meetings at Wex- 
ford ? — I generally went with them down to the court-house. 

I want to know what particularly makes you remember 1 795 more than the others, 
if there were other meetings afterwards? — My reason for recollecting 1795 was, from 
seeing a large batch made at that time. 

It was from the number made? — Yes, the number. 

As it was the number that made you recollect, what was it made you recollect 
about the books, that the town clerk always put the name down in the book when 
the oath was taken? — I said since 1813, since I got acquainted with it, since I got 
to be mayor ; since about that time I was mayor. 

Do you mean it is only since 1813 you can speak to the course of the town clerk 
entering in the book when a freeman was sworn ? — Yes, I did not go further than I 
was acquainted with it. 

Then previous to 1 8 1 3, as far as you know, persons may have been sworn without 
having been entered in the book ? — They might ; from 1813 from the time I was 
mayor, or a short time before, then every thing was read out that was done in the 
court, and I signed my name to it. 

1 75- I 4 Re-examined 
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Re-examined by Mr. Harrison. 

Your father was in the corporation ? — He was. 

Were meetings ever held at your father's house ? — Yes, often. 

Was that prior to 1795, or afterwards? — Afterwards. 

And before, too? — Yes, before, too. 

You have stated that you recollect 1 795, because it was at the old court-house? — 

I do. 

Other meetings before and afterwards were held at your father’s house? — Yes. 

Did you go down with your father upon that occasion to the court-house ? — Often. 
You say you cannot speak to every entry made by the town clerk being read till 
1813 or shortly before? — Yes; as soon as I was a freeman I always punctually 
attended. 

When did you become a freeman? — In 1801. 

As far as your recollection enables you to speak, since you have been a freeman 
and attended the courts, did the town clerk always read the entries he had made?— . 
Always. 

Are you able to state before 1813, from 1801 down to 1813, that the town clerk 
was in the habit of reading the entries in the book the same as afterwards ? — He did. 

Did the swearing in take place of persons who had been made peculiar freemen ? — 
If they were present. 

If the peculiar freemen were not present when they were elected, and they were 
sworn in afterwards, was an entry always made of their swearing in in the books ? — 
There was. 

Was it the same with an apprentice ? — Yes. 

Was it also with other freemen who have been elected ? — Yes ; any freeman sworn 
in there was an entry made in the book, and it was read out, and then we signed 
the book. 

If a peculiar freeman was present and was sworn in, was it entered and read in 
the same way? — Yes. 

Was that the case with other freemen sworn? — Yes ; if they were sworn, it was 
entered. 

Did that continue down to the present time? — Yes, it did. 

[The Witness withdrew .] 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard to sum up the evidence he had adduced in 
support of the votes objected to in this class. 

Mr. Adam was heard in reply. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard on the Drogheda case. 

[The Committee-room was cleared .] 

After some time the Committee determined, that the votes of Loftus Codd, 
Richard Lewis, John Doherty, and James Agar, were bad votes ; and that 
all those who stood in a similar situation were bad votes. 

The counsel and parties were again called in, and informed of the determina- 
tion of the Committee. 

Mr. Harrison stated, unless there could be shown to be some difference in the 
other votes, all in this list would follow the fate of those four. 

Mr. Wigram stated, there were three William Clarkes included in the list of 
1813, two had been determined to be bad ; and that he might be able to 
distinguish the third from the others. 

Mr. Harrison stated that he only objected to two William Clarkes. 

The following voters were ordered to be struck off the poll : George Tuttle, 
Joshua Nunn, John Lynn, Joseph Kelly, John Kelly, Richard James, 
William Ilurdis, John Ekins, John Doherty, Dilman Dice, William 
Clarke, William Clarke, Richard Clarke, Richard Clarke, William P- 
Piggott, Loftus Codd, the Reverend John Orr, John Nixon Nunn, Richard 
Lewis, John Clegg, James Agar, John Tagart. 

Mr. Harrison stated, that he now proposed to go into the objections to the 
following voters : . 

John Tweedy, described as of Porter’s Gate, Hauseland, on the poll and 
the corporation book. 

Joseph Clarke, of Feathard, on the book and on the poll. 

Edward Chance, of Winnington, on the book and on the poll. 

Thomas Clarke, of Bailies Town, on the book and on the poll. 

John 
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John Clarke, residence in the book, Feathard ; residence upon the poll, 
Bailies Town. 

Thomas Clarke, residence on the book, Bailies Town ; and the same on 
the poll. 

The Reverend A. Allcock, residence on the book, Feathard ; residence on 
the poll, Feathard. 

Thomas Agar, of Grange, on the poll. 

John Lumsden, residence on the book, Loftus Hall; on the poll, Feathard. 
Joseph Dice, residence on the book, Rocheston, and ditto on the poll. 
Thomas Collins, of Lochnegara, on the book, and the same on the poll. 



10 March, 




William Clarke was again called in ; and having been sworn, was further 
Examined by Mr. Harrison, as follows : 

YOU live in the neighbourhood of Feathard? — Near it. . Mr, 

How old are you ? — Fifty-eight. Wi lliam Cla rke. 

Have you lived at Feathard all your life ? — Within three miles of it ; I was away 
a while. 

Are you related to the family of the Clarkes that live there?— Yes. 

Do you know John Tweedy, of Porter’s Gate? — I do. 

How long have you known him ? — I have known him thirty-five or forty years. 

Where has he resided all the time you have known him ? — At Houseland or 
Porter’s Gate ; it is the same. 

Has he ever resided any where else since you have known him ? — No, he has not. 

Do you know Joseph Clarke?— I do. 

Where does he live? — In the town of Feathard. 

How long has he lived there? — He has lived there forty years. 

Have you recollected him ever since you was a boy? — Yes, I do, as long as 
I have a memory. 

And you are fifty-eight ? — Yes, next Michaelmas ; fifty-seven past. 

Is Joseph Clarke one related to you ? — Yes ; he is my father’s first cousin. 

Do you remember him from the earliest of your recollection ? — I do. 

Where has he lived all the time since you have knowm him as a boy?— In the 
town of Feathard. 

Has he ever lived any where else to your knowledge? — No. 

Have you been in the habit of seeing him there since you have known him ? — 

Yes, once in five or six months, or twice a year. 

Edward Chance of Winnington, do you know him ?— Yes. 

Where is that? — About a mile and a half or two miles from where I live. 

How long do you recollect him ? — These 40 years. 

Do you recollect him ever since you were a boy ? — Yes. 

Where has he lived ever since you were a boy ? — In the same place ; he held 
a mill. 

Has he always in your recollection lived in the same place ?— Yes, he has. 

Thomas Clarke of Bailies Town ; there are two Thomas Clarkes of Bailies 
Town? — Yes. 

Do you know them both?— Yes. 

Are they also related to you ? — One is my father’s first cousin ; and the other 
is not, though he is the same name. 

How long do you recollect the one that is your father’s cousin ? — I recollect him 
40 years. 

Do you recollect him as long as you recollect any body ? — I do. 

The other Clarke that is not a relative, do you recollect him ? — Yes. 

Flow long? — He is a younger man ; he is a young grown-up boy. 

Have both those persons lived at Bailies Town r — Yes. 

Have they both lived there long? — Thomas Clarke was married in Bailies Town. 

Where did he live before ? — Sometimes in Feathard j he was an architect ; he 
was born there. 

Previous to his coming to Bailis Town, did he live at Feathard ? — Yes ; and in 
the parish of Tintern. 

How near is Tintern ?-r-I live in the town of Tintern. 

Since your recollection of him, he has lived either in Bailis Town and Feathard 
or Tintern? — Yes. 

175 - K Part 
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Part of the time at Feathard and part of the time at Baylis Town? — Yes ; his 
earliest days were at Feathard ; there he was born. 

Do you know the Reverend Mr. Alcock? — Yes. 

Where does he live? — Generally at Feathard now ; he was at Waterford, and 
goes there once a year, at Christmas. 

Did you know him in 1819 ? — He was married to a Mr. Kendrick’s daughter, at 
Waterford, where he lived before. 

Do you recollect when it was that he came to Feathard ? — I cannot exactly tell 
what year he came there ; he has been a good many years there now. 

As much as 10 years, do you think ? — Indeed I think it eight at any rate, or ten. 

When he came to live in your part of the country, did he come to live at Feat- 
hard ? — Yes ; I never knew him any where else in our part of the country. 

You cannot tell the year he came there ?— No. 

Has he always, since he came into that part of the country, lived at Feathard ? — - 
Yes, except in the winter time he goes to Waterford for a month or two, and comes 
back again. 

Do you know John Clarke of Bailis Town ? — I do. 

How long have you recollected him ? — Is it old John Clarke ? 

Yes. — I do these 40 years. 

Where?— In Bailis Town. 

Did he ever live in Feathard ? — No. 

He never lived in Feathard ? — Not to my recollection. 

For 40 years he has lived in Bailis Town ? — Yes. 

Do you know Thomas Agar? — Yes. 

Where does he live? — Just by Feathard, at a town called Grange. 

How long has he lived there ? — These 40 years ; before I knew him ; I know he 
lived there 40 years back. 

When you first recollect him did he live there? — Yes, he did, ever since I was 
a boy. 

Do you know John Lumsden of Feathard ? — Yes. 

Where did he first live? — He was tide-waiter at Waterford for some time. 

Did he ever live at Loftus Hall ? — It was there he was born, before I was born as 
I heard ; it was there his father lived. 

Did his father live at Loftus Hall ? — Just by Loftus Hall gate. 

Does he live in Feathard now ? — He does. 

How long has he lived there ? — Either these six or eight years. 

Where did he live before he came to Feathard? — In Waterford ; he was a tide- 
waiter there. 

Before he became tide-waiter in Waterford, do you know where he lived ? — No, 
I do not recollect him before that. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy .] — Were you ever at Waterford when he was there? — Yes, 
I was ; and in his house. 

Mr. Harrison .] — Joseph Dice, do you know him ? — Yes. 

Where is Rocheston situated ? — It is six or eight miles from me, near New Ross. 

You know him ? — Yes. 

How long have you known him? — These ten or twelve years. 

Has he lived ever since you have known him in Rocheston? — Yes; on his 
farm. 

You have only known him ten or twelve years? — Yes; I was not acquainted 
with him any longer. 

Did you know him by sight before that time? — Yes, this ten or fifteen years ; 
I knew him coming backwards and forwards to Tintern ; he had a farm there, near 
Blfflygarrick. 

How long have you known him, so as to know his person ?— These twelve or 
fourteen years. 

[The Cross-examination of the Witness was postponed till the list of the voters 
under this head, was gone through.] 

[ The Witness withdrew .] 



Francis Leigh, Esq. was called in ; and having been sworn, was 
Examined by Mr. Harrison, as follows : 

Francis Leigh, DO you know Thomas Collins of Loughnegara ? — I do. 

Esq. Is he a tenant of yours ? — Yes, he is. 



How 
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How long has he been a tenant upon your estate? — He was a tenant before the 
estate came to me ; he was a tenant of my father’s. 

How long do you recollect him ? — A vast number of years. ^ 

During the period of your recollection of him, where has he lived ? — Always, 

I believe, at Loughnegara. 

Have you any knowledge of his living any where else ? — No. 

Has he .during the time you have known him, been a tenant residing on your 
property, and your father’s property before ? — Yes, he has. 

[ Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Toddy.] 

Do you know Mr. Goodisson ? — No, I do not. 

Do you mean to say you do not know Mr. Goodisson ? — I do not know him ; 

I do not recollect a Mr. Goodisson of any kind, if he is described I may know him. 

He is a tenant of Miss NevilFs ? — I do not know him, I have heard of him. 

He is of Garrydruff? — I do not know him. 

Do you know Lord Stopford ? — I do. 

Do you not know he lives at Wexford ? — I do not suppose he does, I never 
heard he did. 

Do you know Sir Henry Meredith ? — I have seen him, I am not acquainted 
with him ; I know him by sight, I never spoke to him. 

Do you not know where he resides? — I believe in Dublin. 

Did you ever know him reside out of Dublin ? — No. 

Mr. Roper of Rathfarnham Castle? — 

Mr. Harrison objected to Mr. Serjeant Toddy giving any evidence as to any 
objections made to the voters for the Petitioners. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard in support of the course proposed. 

The Committee allowed the examination to proceed. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy.] — Do you live at Wexford ? — No. 

Where do you live? — Twelve miles from Wexford. 

On which side is it towards Feathard ? — Between Feathard and Wexford, near 
Ross, between Ross and Wexford, on the Feathard side of Wexford. 

You are likely to be acquainted with many persons residing in the neighbourhood 
of Feathard? — Not many ; it is eight miles from me, and I am not in the habit 
of going often there. I know some that are there, but I do not know many. 

Will you look at that list, [handing a paper to t he Witness :] and tell me as a man 
of honour, if there are any persons in that list, whose residence you are acquainted 
with? — Will you read the names to me, I cannot see very well. 

Do you know Hall ?— I do not recollect the name at all. 

Do you know Mr. Roper of Dublin, of Rathfarnham Castle ? — I do perfectly, 

I have seen him often. 

Does he reside in Dublin? — The eldest Mr. Roper I am told does not; the 
younger Mr. Roper resides at Rathfarnham. 

Jonas King? — I know him ; he resides very near me, about twelve miles from 
Wexford. 

Y ou never knew him reside at W exford ? — N o. 

Roger Owen? — I know a Roger Owen, a clergyman, but I do not believe he lives 
in that neighbourhood ; it is near Gorey he lives. 

Walter Hore? — I know him, he lives at Harpers Town, about seven miles from 
Wexford. 

He has never lived in Wexford ?— Not that I know of. 

Joseph Gainfort? — I have heard of him, he lives in the Barony of Fort. 

You never knew him reside in Wexford? — No. 

Re-examined by Mr. Harrison. 

You live a great deal of your time in Dublin? — Mostly in the winter. 

In the summer you reside upon your property, about twelve miles from Wexford? 

Yes. 

Committee.'] — How many years have you known Jonas King? — A great many, 
twenty. 

Mr. Walter Hore ? — I do not remember him so long ; I remember him a long 
time, I remember his father, his father was murdered on the bridge at Wexford, he 
was about my age, a little younger. 

f The Witness withdrew.] 

175- ' K 2 Mr. 
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Mr. Harrison staled, he could not carry the evidence as to Joseph Dice 
further as to the personal knowledge of him ; and that it therefore rested 
upon the description in the book, and the poll. 

Mr. Thomas Baker was further Examined by Mr. Harrison , as follows : 
TURN to the first name upon that list, and take them in succession ? — 

[ 77 /e Witness referred to the Corporation Book :] 

I shall ; I have got John Tweedy, on the 29th of September 1 81 3 ; “ at said assembly, 
the mayor nominated and declared John Tweedy, of Porter's Gate in the county of 
Wexford, and Thomas Clark, of Baylis Town, as peculiar freemen.” This is “ at 
an assembly held on the 2d day of July 1782, Edward Chance, of Winnington ” 
admitted in a batch. “ At the said assembly,” I find Thomas Collins, of Lough- 
negara, admitted a freeman. “ At an assembly held on the 26th of November 1 776,” 
1 find John Lumsden, of Loftus Hall, with other Lumsdens, admitted in a batch; 
“ also, at the said assembly, Joseph Clarke of Feathard;” *' at the said assembly, 
John Clarke of Feathard,” admitted freemen in a batch. 




Jovis, J 1° die Martii , 1830 . 



HENRY CLIVE, ESQUIRE, 

IN THE CHAIR. 



The names of the Committee were called over ; all present. 

Mr. Thomas Baker having been sworn, was further Examined by Mr. Harrison, 
as follows : 

Mr. YOU gave some names yesterday? — Yes; John Tweedy, Joseph Clarke, 

Thomas Baker. Edward Chance, John Clarke, Thomas Clarke, John Lumsden, Thomas Collins. 

[TMarch Go on to give the rest of the names in that list? — Here is the Rev. Alexander 

J830. ’ Alcock, the 29th of September 1819. 

Described in the book as what ? — There is no description in the book what the 
Rev. Alexander Alcock ; I carefully searched the book yesterday to discover the 
name of Thomas Clark and Thomas Agar, and I could find no entry of their 
admission. 

Committee.'] — Which Thomas Clarke is it? — Not the peculiar freeman. 

Mr. Serjeant Toddy .} — There is a Thomas Clarke of Baylis Town ; will you look 
at the entry of the 29th of September 1813, and see if you do not find a Thomas 
Clarke there? — 

“ 29th of September 1813; at said assembly the present mayor nominated 
and declared Charles Roper, of Helverstown in the county of Kildare, esq. and 
Lawrence Toole, of Edermine, his peculiar freemen. At said assembly the 
mayor nominated and declared John Tweedy, of Porter’s Gate in the county 
of W exford, and Thomas Clarke, of Baylis Town in the said county, his pecu- 
^ liar freemen.” 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, that the entry of the 29th September 1813, was 
to be entered as read. 

Mr. Harrison .] — Now go on to the next? — Joseph Dice was admitted a freeman 
as one of a batch, the 2d of July 1782, of Ballyvarouge, is the entry in this book. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy] — I thought he was of Rochestown? — That is upon the 
poll-book. 

Mr. Harrison]— Will you look at the entry at the time of the election? — I have 
the entry of the swearing in; this is the 2d of June 1829. 

Were all the persons whose names have been given in, in the list now under exa- 
mination, sworn at the election? — “Thomas Agar, of Grange in the county of 

Wexford, 
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Wexford, farmer, sworn the heading is “ The freeman’s oath administered to the 
following persons ; “ Joseph Dice, of Rochestown ; Edward Chance, of Winnington, 
of the same county, farmer ; Joseph Clarke of Featherd, farmer; the Rev. Alexander 
Alcock, of Featherd, clerk; Thomas Clarke, of Baylis Town in the county of 
Wexford, farmer; Thomas Clarke, of Baylis Town, farmer, county of Wexford; 

John Tweedy, of Houseland, farmer, county of Wexford.” 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy. ~\ — That is Porter’s Gate on the book? — Yes ; and House- 
land here and on the poll ; I cannot find any entry of the swearing of John Clarke; 
there is an entry of John Clarke, of Shilbeggan of the same county, farmer ; I find 
Thomas Collins, of Lochnagara, county of Wexford, farmer; those are the only 
names I find. 

Mr. Harrison stated, that he did not intend to offer any further evidence on 
these votes, and that it remained for the counsel for the sitting Member to 
show that they had been sworn six years before the time of their voting, 
and ‘that they were resident at the time of their admission. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, there was one voter, in the list of twenty-two 
votes objected to yesterday, who appeared to have been sworn six years 
before the election. 

Mr. Harrison stated, it would be for the other side to show that. 

It was agreed that the entries that Mr. Baker had referred to, should be 
considered as read. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, that he would now proceed to cross-examine 
Mr. Baker. 

The Committee enquired whether the object of the cross examination was to 
affect the validity of the votes of Sir Edward Dering. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated it was. 

It was suggested by the Committee, whether it would not be better for. the 
counsel for the sitting Member to support the votes objected to by the 
Petitioners, before he proceeded to attack the votes of Sir Edward 
Dering. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, that the evidence had already been given by the 
other side, by the entries that had been read. 

Mr. Harrison stated, he had no objection to the entries being considered as 
read de bene esse, and that the other side should have the benefit of them 
at a future period, if he (Mr. Harrison ) should not show that the sitting 
Member had no right to go into the evidence at all, because no objection 
had been made to the votes on the ground of non-residence, which the 
counsel for the sitting Member could go into. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy declined to accede to the course proposed. 

Mr. Harrison stated, that he should object to the cross-examination of Mr. 
Baker. 

The Committee suggested, whether the better course would not be to decide 
upon a sufficient number of votes objected to by the Petitioners, to reduce 
the majority of the sitting Member before the objection was argued, as to 
the right of the sitting Member to go into any objections to the votes on 
the other side. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard against the course proposed, and stated, that 
he conceived he had a right to the benefit of the entries in the book which 
had been adduced in evidence on the other side ; and that by those entries 
it would appear that votes given for Sir Edward Dering were in the same 
situation as the votes objected to by the Petitioners. 

Mr. Harrison was heard in opposition to the claim of Mr. Serjeant Taddy. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard in reply. 

The Committee enquired whether the counsel for the sitting Member meant 
to use the evidence he wished to introduce to affect the votes, without 
reference to the statute relating to the delivering in the lists of objected 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, he thought the answering that question would 
only tend to confuse the discussion of the point now raised, upon which he 
asked the decision of the Committee. 

The Commitee-room was cleared. 

After some time the counsel and parties were again called in, and the Chair- 
man stated, that the Committee wished to know whether if Mr. Serjeant 
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'faddy, upon cross-examination, meant to raise the question as to other 
voters admitted on the same day with those objected to by the Petitioners, 
whether it would not be more convenient for all parties to enter into the 
argument at once, whether the sitting Member was in time to raise such 
objections which the other party had not had time to inquire into. 

Mr. Serjeant faddy stated, that that was not the point immediately raised. 

Mr. Harrison stated, that if Mr. Serjeant Taddy asked a question to show 
any voter for Sir Edward Dering was to be struck off on account of 
non-residence, he should take an objection to that question. 

Mr. Serjeant faddy stated, that the point now raised was not upon evidence 
produced by him, but upon evidence produced by the Petitioners ; but if 
the Committee wished, he would now proceed to argue the point of his 
right to go into his list of objections. 

Mr. Harrison stated, that he had a right to take an objection to the sitting 
Member going into his list of objected votes. 

[The Committee-room was cleared.'] 

The Committee determined, that Mr. Serjeant Taddy may, in his cross- 
examination, have the whole or any part of the entry in question read. 

The counsel and parties were again called in, and informed of the determi- 
nation of the Committee. 



Mr. 

Thomas Baker. 



Mr. Thomas Baker was Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy, as follows : 

Were not you the agent for Sir Cholmeley Dering at the election ? — I was. 

Are the expenses of that election to be paid by Lady Geary ? — The money is 
paid by her ladyship I believe, or comes from her, or through her. 

Were the expenses of his election paid by Lady Geary ? — I do not know. 

Do you not know by whom you are to be paid the expenses you have already 
incurred ? — I do ; I expect to be paid by her. 

Have you been paid anything by her ladyship? — Not by her personally. 

You have not been paid by her? — I have been paid by Mr. Allen. 

Who is he ? — A gentleman residing in Dublin. 

Is he an agent or banker of Lady Geary ?— He is the agent of Lady Geary. 

You have been paid the expenses of the election by the agent of Lady Geary ? — 
I have been paid some money by that gentleman. 

Was not it the expenses of Sir Cholmeley Dering’s election ? — It was paid for 
attending at and before the election. 

Did not Sir Cholmeley Dering stand upon Lady Geary’s interest? — I believe so. 

You know you were his agent at the election ? — I do not know how I can answer 
the question more fully than I have ; I believe he did. 

Did you yourself apply to voters at the election ? — I have had conversations and 
communications with voters. 

Did you apply to them for their votes ? — No. 

Do you mean to say that? — I do. 

Do you mean to say you did not apply to voters at the last election, for their 
votes? — I do certainly. 

You give that answer advisedly? — I do. 



Mr. William Clarke was again called in ; and having been sworn, was 
Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy , as follows : 

Mr. AS to Dice, you said you had known him only about 10 or 12 years? — Yes. 

William Clarke. *Jbw many years have you known Tweedy ? — 1 have known him 30 years. 

Did you not say 40 years yesterday? — I think I did ; I knew him 30 or 40. 
Have you known him 40 years ? — I have. 

Can you possibly tell where he was residing in any given year of these 40 years ? — 
I never knew him to reside any where but just by Houseland or Porter’s Gate. 

How far is Porter’s Gate from Wexford? — About 23 miles, as far as I can 
judge. 

Edward Chance, of Winnington, you have known him 30 years? — Yes. 

How far is that from Wexford? — About 18 miles. 

How far is Baillis Town from Wexford ? — About 1 7. 

Feathard is about eight? — I think it is 18 or 20. 

Did you know Edward Chance in the year 1782?— Oh, I did, and before that. 

How 
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How old are you yourself ?— Past 57 some little months. . 

Perhaps you can tell us how old you were in 1776, if you are 57 now?— I believe 
I was five or six years old. 

Where was Mr. John Clarke residing at that time?— John Clarke, of Baillis 
Town ? 

Yes? — In Baillis Town. 

John Clarke resided at Feathard? — Yes, there was one Clarke there. 

I mean John Clarke, of Feathard ; you were five or six years old at that time? — 
At what time ? 

In 1776, what part of the year were you born in? — I think Michaelmas 1772. 

In November 1 776 you were just four years old ? — Yes. 

You have taken upon yourself, to swear, that persons admitted in 1776 were not 
resident in Wexford ? 

Mr. Harrison objected to the question. 
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[The question was waived .] 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy .] — In the year 1776 you appear to have been four years 
old ? — Yes. 

Being bom in Michaelmas 1 772 ? — Yes 

Now I beef to know whether you take upon yourself to swear, that in November 
1776 Joseph Clarke, of Feathard, John Clarke, of Feathard, and John Lumsden, of 
Loftus Hall, you being four years old, whether you mean to take upon yourself to 
swear, that they had not at that time been resident at all in Wexford? — I could not 
swear that. 

I want to know at what period we are to suppose your evidence to commence ; 
when do you first mean to swear they were not residing at Wexford : Joseph Clarke, 
of Feathard, John Clarke, of Feathard and John Lumsden, of Loftus Hall ; I want 
to know at what period you mean to speak to their residence ? — I could go forty 
years back. 

You mean to say, as to those three persons, for forty years back? — Yes. 

Then am I to understand you, that your evidence does not go beyond the year 
1790 ; that is forty years back? — Yes, that is forty years. 

Then I understand you that your evidence does not go back further than the year 
1790? — Yes, those three. 

Am I to understand you that your memory does go back as to any others, beyond 
the year 1790? — Which of the list ; what name ? 

You have spoken to nine or ten or eleven persons ; we have taken three out of 
that number at present. I will read you over the names again. As to Dice you 
can only remember ten or twelve years ; as to Lumsden, John Clarke, of Feathard, 
and Joseph Clarke, of Feathard, you cannot remember beyond 1790 ? — Yes, I re- 
member them then. 

I will read the other names ; John Tweedy, Edward Chance, Thomas Clarke, of 
Baillis Town ; how long do you recollect any of these ? — I remember them forty 
years. 

Then as to those your evidence goes to 1790 also? — Yes. 

That is so ? — Yes, that is forty years back. 

That is, Tweedy, Chance and Thomas Clarke, of Baillis Town ?— Yes. 

Did you know two Thomas Clarkes, of Baillis Town? — Yes. 

Does your memory go back to 1 790 as to them ? — I believe the youngest is not 
forty years of age, the son of John Clarke ; I am not sure, but he is an old, stale, 
young man, an old, stale batchelor as we call him. 

• As he is only forty years old now, he was not so stale at that time ? — No, I sup- 
pose not. 

He has become stale since that time ? — Yes. 

What did you know of him in 1 790 ? — I knew very little of him at that time. 

He was not born ? — I cannot tell, I do not know his age ; I think he is between 
thirty and forty. 

Being only between thirty and forty, what did you know of his residence in the 
year 1 790 ? — I knew nothing of him, but that he was born in the house in Baillis 
Town his father lives in. 

When was that? — His father was living there before I was born. 

When was he born ? — He was born in the same place ; he was never out of the 
place, but reared in the house with his father. 
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Can you tell whether any of those persons served an apprenticeship in Wexford 
or not ? — I could not tell that. 

Thomas Collins, how old is he? — Indeed I cannot tell that. 

Do you know Thomas Collins ? — I do. 

Where did he reside? — He resided about two miles from Tintern, where I live. 

How old is he? — I think he is sixty, between fifty and sixty, towards that at 
any rate. 

Did you know him before 1 790 ? — I knew him these twenty or twenty-five years. 

Your evidence as to him goes back twenty-five years ? — Yes. 

The Reverend Alexander Alcock, how long have you known him ?■ — About eight 
or ten years. 

You have not known any thing about the Reverend Alexander Alcock longer 
than eight or ten years ? — No. 

You do not know any thing about Thomas Agar? — I know him. 

You know him ? — Oh, I do. 

Do you know a John Agar?— It is Thomas I know'. 

Where does he reside ? — In a place called Grange, just by Feathard. 

How long have you known him ? — Forty years I have known him. 

You are yourself fifty-seven? — I am rising fifty-eight. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, he was now going to cross-examine as to the 
residence of persons who voted for Sir Edward Deriug. 

Does John Lynn reside at Feathard ? 

Mr. Harrison objected to the question, on the ground that at no time nor 
under any circumstances were the counsel for the sitting Member entitled 
to attack any of the voters of Sir Edward Dering, on the ground of non- 
residence, as no list of such objectionable voters had been given in ; and 
referred to the Act of 42 Geo. 3, c. tofi, s. 3, 47 Geo. 3, and 53 Geo. 3, 
c. 71, and the case of Truro in 1819, in Corbet and Daniel’s Reports, 
the case of Denbigh in 1827, and the case of Evesham in 1820. 

Mr. Seijeant Taddy was heard in support of his right to pursue the exami- 
nation. 

Mr. Harrison was heard in reply. 

The Committee-room was cleared. 

The Committee determined, that the Acts of Parliament of 42 Geo. 3, 
c. 106, and 47 Geo, 3, c. 14, confine the Committee to the lists of votes, 
the statements of particulars and the grounds of objection first inter- 
changed. 

The counsel and parties were again called in, and informed of the determi- 
nation of the Committee. 



William Clarke was again called in ; and further Examined by Mr. Harrison, 
as follows : 

I understood you to say the Other day, you had resided in the place where you 
now live all your life ? — Yes, all my life ; I was born about a quarterof a mile from it. 

In that neighbourhood ? — Yes. 

In that immediate neighbourhood ? — Yes. 

Did you go to school in that neighbourhood ? — Yes, in Tintern. 

Did any of those persons whose names have been mentioned, go to school with 
you? — Not in Tintern, but at Feathard, I knew them all go to school. 

Then you know forty years ago you would be about seventeen ? — Yes, I was. 

Po you mean to tell this gentleman (Mr. Serjeant Taddy ) you have no recollection 
of any thing that occurred to you before you were seventeen ? — Yes, indeed I do, 
several remarkable things. 

Do you remember any boys you were in the hahit of seeing before you were seven- 
teen? — Yes, I do, many. 

Do you recollect any of those people when you were a boy? — -Yes. 

Do you recollect them as early as you recollect any thing?— Yes ; I recollect them 
as early as I had any knowledge at all. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy.] — What was the time you had any knowledge at all? — 
I remember things when I was ten years of age. 

Committee.]-*- Which of these persons do you remember before you were seven- 
teen? There is Chance and Tweedy, and those named to me. 

You 
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You knew them before you were seventeen?— I did. 

Is there auy body else besides Chance and Tweedy ? — Yes ; Tom Agar and Tom 
Clarke, them that was named to me. 

Joseph Clarke ? — Yes. 

You knew him before you were seventeen? — Yes. 

John Clarke ? — Yes, I did. 

John Lumsden? — Yes, I did. 

Thomas Collins? — No, I did not know him. 

[The Witness withdrew.] 

Mr. Harrison stated, that he had closed his case upon the eleven votes of 
which the names had been given in. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, that Mr. Harrison could not afterwards go into 
any other objection against those eleven votes. 

The Chairman stated, that the Committee had already decided that each 
objection should be taken separately. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard to observe upon the evidence that had been 
adduced by the Petitioners, and stated he did not offer any evidence in 
opposition to that offered by the sitting Member, if the Committee conr 
sidered that evidence sufficient ; but he thought that he could show that 
Thomas Agar had voted by the name of John. 

Mr. Harrison was heard in reply. 

[The Committee-room was cleared.] 

The Committee determined, that John Tweedy, Joseph Clarke, Edward 
Chance, John Clarke, Thomas Clarke, Thomas Clarke, Alexander Alcock, 
John Lumsden, Joseph Dice, Thomas Collins, were bad votes, and reserved 
the vote of Thomas Agar. 

The counsel and parties were again called in, and informed of the determi- 
nation of the Committee. 

Mr. Harrison stated, that those ten added to the twenty-one decided yester- 
day, would make thirty- one, and bring the parties even. 
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William Clarke was again called in ; and further Examined by Mr. Harrison, 
f as follows : 

Do you know William Robinson? — Yes. 

How long have you known him?— Thirty years. 

Is he an old man? — Yes, he is. 

When you say you have known him thirty years, is that all the time you have 
known him ; where has he lived all the time you have known him ?— At Rocheston. 

Is that the only place you have known him live at ? — I never knew him live any 
where else. 

Why do you say you have known him only thirty years ? — I was acquainted with 
him thirty years. 

Did you know him by name, and as living in that place before that time? — Yes ; 
three or four or five years before that, thirty-five years I may say. 

You never knew him live any where else? — No. 

What was he? — A farmer. 

Did his father live there before him ? — That I cannot tell. 

He occupied a farm there? — Yes. 

Did he occupy a farm there ? — He did ; a house and land. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy. 

How many do you propose to knock on the head of these voters ; how many have 
you come to knock on the head ? — I cannot tell that. 

Did not Mr. Harvey tell you ; do you know Mr. Harvey? — I did. 

He is here just outside the door? — I do not know where he is now. 

Did he not say to you about an hour ago, “ be steady, and we shall do ? I do 
not recollect any such thing. 

It was about an hour ago, just as you came into the door, “ Be steady, and we 
shall do?” — I did not hear it at all. 

Do you mean to say that? — I do. 

Do you know Mr. Harvey?— I did not know him above a fortnight. 
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You have known him this last fortnight, have not you?— Yes, about a fortnight. 
And seen him every day? — Yes. 

Had you any conversation with him to-day? — Not any conversation that I know 
of, except as 1 passed by. 

What did he say to you as you came into this room about an hour ago ? — I did 

What did Mr. Harvey say to you when you came into this room about an hour 
ago ? — I do not recollect any thing he said to me. 

Do you mean to swear you do not recollect any thing he said to you this morning 
on coming into the room? — I do not. 

Do you mean to say he did not say any thing to you as you came into the 
room ? — I do. 

Do you mean to say he did not say to you some time this morning, as you came 
into the room, “ Be steady and we shall do?” — I do not recollect it; I do not. 
Cannot you say whether he did or not? — I did not 

The question is, whether he did not say that to you? — He said no such thing 
to me. 

You mean to say so? — Yes. 

How many do you mean to knock on the head of these voters? — Really I can- 
not tell. 

I should like to know the worst you can do us? — It is only telling the truth what 
I know. 

[The Witness withdrew.] 

Mr. Thomas Baker was further Examined by Mr. Harrison, as follows : 

Mr. TURN to the entry of William Robinson ? 

Thomas Baker. Mr. Serjeant Taddy.] — Do you know any thing of it but what you see in the 
book ? — No. 

Put it in and read the whole of the entry ? 

[The Corporation book was handed in, and the entry of the 2 d day of July 
1782 was read ; and William Robinson, of Rocheston, appeared to have been 
admitted a freeman; he also appeared on the poll, described as William 
Robinson, of Rocheston.] 

Mr. Harrison stated, he had now a majority, and that it would be for the 
counsel on the other side to attack the votes of Sir Edward Dering. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, he should not object to pursue that course 
if it appeared most convenient to the Committee. 



Veneris, 12 * die Marin, 1830 . 
HENRY CLIVE, ESQUIRE, 

IN THE CHAIR. 



THE names of the Committee were called over; all present. 

The Committee-room was cleared. 

The Committee determined, that the vote of William Robinson w as a bad vote. 
The counsel and parties were again called in, and informed of the determination 
ofjjje Committee. 

Mr. Adam stated, he would proceed to establish the vote of Richard Allen, 
which had been rejected, which would pnt beyond all question the majority 
of Sir Edward Dering. 

The entry on the poll appeared to be Richard Allen, of Wexford, under the head 
of Dering; his name was marked “ objection, not a freeman,” and the vote rejected. 
The poll-book was agreed to be entered as read. 

John Allen was called in, and having been sworn, was Examined 
by Mr. Adam, as follows : 

Are you the son of Robert Allen? — I am. 

And the brother of Richard Allen? — Yes. 

What 
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What isyour father Robert ?— He is dead he was a merchant at Wexford. ' 

T)id your brother Richard serve him as an apprentice? — He did. 

Look at that indenture {handing a paper to the Witness ], are you the attesting 
witness ? — I am. 

Did you see it executed by your father and brother?— I did. 

\The indenture was handed, and is as follows :] 

“ This indenture witnesseth, that Richard Allen, of Wexford, minor, doth 
put himself apprentice to Robert Allen, of Wexford, merchant, to learn his 
art, and with him (after the manner of an apprentice) to dwell and serve from 
the 29th day of January 1818, until the full end and term of seven years from 
thence next following ..to be fully complete and ended; during which term the 
said apprentice his said master faithfully shall serve, his secrets keep, his 
lawful commands every where gladly do ; he shall do no damage to his said 
master, nor see it to be done of others, but that he to his power shall let or 
forthwith give warning to his said master of the same ; he shall not waste the 
goods of his said master, nor give or lend them unlawfully to any ; he shall not 
commit fornication nor contract matrimony within the said term ; hurt to his 
said master shall not do, cause or procure to be done of others ; he shall not 
play at cards, dice, tables or any other unlawful games, whereby his said master 
may have loss, with his own or other goods during said term without license of 
his said master ; shall neither buy nor sell ; he shall not haunt nor use taverns, 
alehouses or playhouses, nor absent himself from his said master’s service day 
nor night unlawfully, but in all things as an honest and faithful apprentice he 
shall behave himself towards his said master, and all this during the said term : 

And the said master learn said apprentice in the same art which he useth, by 
the best way and means that he can ; shall teach and instruct or cause to be 
taught and instructed, with due correction, finding unto the said apprentice 
meat, drink, clothes, &c., lodging and all other necessaries befitting such an 
apprentice during the said term, according to the custom of the town of Wex- 
ford ; and for the due performance of all and every the said covenants and 
agreements, either of the said parties bindeth himself to the other by these 
presents. In witness whereof the parties above named to these indentures, 
interchangeably have put their hands and seals the 29th day of January in the 
year of our Lord God one thousand eight hundred and eighteen, and in the 
58th year of the reign of our sovereign King George the Third, of the United 
Kingdom of GreatBritain and Ireland, King, Defender of the Faith, and so forth. 

Signed, sealed and delivered in the presence of John Allen, Charlotte Hughes. 

“ Rich* Allen. Rob' Allen.” 

Was your father a freeman? — He was a freeman. 

Do you remember at any time, but particularly in the year 1825, your brother 
applying to be admitted a freeman of the town in respect of his apprenticeship ? — 

He and I applied together. 

Upon what day? — On the 29th of September; on the court day. 

Where did you apply ? — In the court-house, at an assembly assembled for the 
purpose of swearing in the mayor. 

What year was it? — Either 1825 or 1826. 

Who was the mayor ? — Mr. R.eid was the mayor. 

Was Mr. Reid, the mayor, sworn in upon that occasion? — I think so; he was 
the person who objected to us at the time I made the application. 

Was there any petition you know of? — I had a petition sent in. 

Who did you deliver that petition to? — It was handed in to the bench where the 
corporation were assembled. 

Do you mean, it was handed in to the bench when you and your brother went to 
make the application? — Yes. 

Was it read ? — Yes, it was read. 

Who read it?- -The town clerk read it. 

Who acted as town clerk on that occasion? — I think it was Mr. Vickery. 

Did you leave the petition with the town clerk? — We did. 

You say Mr. Reid said something; what did he say? — Mr. Reid said it was 
not the proper day for the admission of freemen, but only for the swearing in of the 
officers. 

And that was the 29th day of September ? — Yes. 
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Was any thing said in answer to Mr. Reid ; was he pressed again? — We then 
pressed him for a decisive answer as to whether he would grant us our freedom or 
not; and he said, he would, give us no further satisfaction. 

Was Mr. Jacob present? — He was. 

Did Mr. Jacob say any thing in support of your brother’s application? — I cannot 
say what he said, because it was too low for me ; I could not hear him. 

He was refused? — Yes. 

You left the petition at the bench? — Yes. 

Was that the first application you ever made for your brother’s admission ? — Yes. 

Did you ever make another application for your brother’s admission on the score 
of his being an apprentice? — We made two or three applications afterwards. 

When was the next? — We made an application to the mayor in the court of 
conscience. 

What mayor? — To Mr. Reid. 

Was that the same year : what year was it? — In 1829, I think we made an ap- 
plication to the mayor in the court of conscience in Wexford. 

Do you recollect the time of the year ? — I think it was in the month of February 
or March. 

Was Mr. Reid the mayor then? — Yes. 

What answer did he give you ? — He told us he would not hear our petition. 

Was that at an assembly of the corporation? — No it was not. 

What was your application on that occasion? — We presented our petition. 

Was it in writing? — It was; with a stamp. 

Who did you leave that petition with ? — The mayor would not keep it ; he threw 
it back again. 

Did you present it to the mayor? — Yes. 

And he threw it back again ? — Yes. 

Independent of the petition, did you make any application to the mayor to hold 
the assembly? — We requested him to call an assembly to hear our applications for 
our freedom, and he refused. 

What did the mayor say ? — He refused it. 

At the time you made your application for an assembly you presented a petition ?— 
Yes, a petition stamped, and offered to take the requisite oath. 

What stamp ? — A pound stamp, necessary for our freedom. 

On which your freedom was to be engrossed ? — Yes. 

Did you at any other time besides the year 1825 or 1826 and in 1829 make 
a third application for your brother's freedom? — There was a third application made 
in 1829. 

Were you present? — Yes. 

Where was it ? — In the court of conscience. 

What was that application ? — The same as in March. 

Was there a petition upon that occasion ? — Yes. 

And a stamp? — Yes. 

What became of it ? — The petition was handed in ; we attended with Mr. Cooper, 
a solicitor, to make the application, and he handed in the petition of other persons 
under similar circumstances ; and the mayor threw them back, and would not re- 
ceive them ; and Mr. Cooper pressed him to appoint a day to admit us, and he 
would not. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy. 



You have not any of those petitions? — No. 

According to your account there were two handed back to you ? — Yes. 

Why have you not brought them ? — If I had thought they were necessary I would. 
I did not keep it at all afterwards. 

They are in Ireland now?^— I believe the petition that was left on the bench, is in 
this country ; I have seen it since. 

The others that were returned to you, you have not got? — No ; I believe they are 
in Ireland ; they were all with Mr. Cooper, I believe. 

He was a solicitor? — Yes. 

Is he here? — No. 

What are the two dates at which you applied in 1829 ? — In February or March 
the first, and the other in May. 

The election was in May ? — Yes ; I think so. 

How long before the election was it? — About a fortnight before the election. 

Was 
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Was not it later than that? — No; it was ten days or a fortnight before the 
election; certainly ten days. , 

You were then told there was no opportunity of holding a court before the 
election? — No that was not the answer at all ; the answer was, he would not hold 
a court. 

Did you make an application afterwards to the Court of King’s Bench ? — My 
brother did. 

And that you never proceeded in ? — We did proceed in it : my brother did. 

Afterwards, in time, you dropped it ? 

Mr. Adam.] — Did you proceed in a court of law? — Yes. 

Mr. Serjeant Toddy.] — You got nothing by your proceedings, whatever they 
wcre ? — Not as yet ; I do not know for myself whether any thing is got. 

Have you enjoyed any freedom since that application ? — I understand that the 
King’s Bench have decided against the corporation, and that they have appealed. 

Did you get any thing by it? — We could have got nothing by it, because the 
corporation have appealed ; and it is to be tried at the coming assizes in Wexford. 

Committee.]— You stated your first application was made on a charter-day ? — 
Yes, it was so. . 

Will you restate the answer you received to that application ? — That it was not 
the day for the purpose of making freemen, but for the purpose of swearing in the 
mayor. 

Who made that answer to you ? — Mr. Reid. 

[The Witness withdrew.] 

Mr. Adam, stated, he would produce one or all the petitions, though he pro- 
tested against its being necessary. 



Mr. 

John Allen. 



12 March, 
1830. 



Mr. Benjamin Vickeray, was again called in ; and having been sworn, was 

further Examined by Mr. Adam, as follows : Mf 

DID you act as town clerk in the corporation of Wexford, in September 1825? Benjamin Vickeray. 

X rather think I did not so early as that, with this exception, except merely 

assisting the former town clerk. 

Either assisting or not assisting, did you act ? — So far as writing in the book, I did. 

Did you attend the assembly in September 1825 ? — i cannot recollect. 

Do you remember in 1825, or any other time, John Allen applying to be admitted 
free of the town by right of apprenticeship ? — I remember his applying by a profes- 
sional gentleman, but it was later than that. 

You remember his applying by Mr. Cooper? — Yes. 

Is that the only one you remember ? — Yes. 

Did he apply by petition? — I believe he lodged a petition. 

Did he lodge it with the town clerk ? — I think I remember, to the best of my 
recollection, that on a corporation day there was a petition presented, but what 
became of the petition I do not know. 

You have it not? — No ; nor ever had. 

Were you served with any order to produce it?— Not to my recollection, except 
on the occasion of my coming here. 

I mean that? — Yes, I was directed to bring all papers. 

Did you search the records of the corporation for that petition? — I did not ; 
because I was in the city of Dublin when I was served with the order ; but I wrote 
to the mayor to send me any paper, or to bring me any papers he had. 

Did you receive any petition from the mayor ? — I did not. 

Who was he ? — Mr. Hughes. 

Do you remember the answer given to Allen’s application when he applied ? — 

I do not think there was a favourable answer ; I do not recollect that there was an 
answer complying with it, I believe it was rejected. 

Do you recollect either one way or the other ? — My recollection is, that it was 
rejected. 

Have you a recollection ? — Y es ; so far I think it was rejected. 

Who was the mayor ? — I protest I do not know ; I believe Mr. Reade, I am not 
quite certain. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy. 

Where this petition is, if it was ever presented, you do not know ?— No. 

You have not searched the corporation records for it? — No, I have not. 

[The Witness withdrew.] 

175. L3 John 
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12 March, 
1830. 



John Allen was again called in ; and further Examined 
by Mr. Adam, as follows : 

DID you state you had seen your brother’s petition, since you have been in Lorn 
don? — No; my own in 1822. 

Do you know any thing of your brother’s petition r — No ; I have never seen it 
since it was presented. 



Mr. Adam stated, that he could not produce the petition, and it was for 
the other side to show it was necessary. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard, to show the necessity of its production. 

Mr. Adam was heard in reply, and referred to the entry on the Corporation 
book, on the 29th September 1795: “Robert Hughes, found by the 
jury entitled to his freedom in right of his apprenticeship, by virtue of & 
bye-law of the 29th June 1785.” 



Mr. Robert Hughes was again called in ; and having been sworn, was 
Examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy, as follows : 

Mr. YOU are now the mayor of Wexford? — I am. 

Robert Hughes. You appear to have been admitted to your freedom in September 1 795 ?— 
1 believe that is the date. 

Had you known the corporation previous to that time? — Very little; I cannot 
say that I had. 

Have you known it thoroughly since that time? — Yes. 

When any person is admitted to their freedom by apprenticeship, is it the con- 
stant course to present a petition in writing? — I always considered it so, and always 
acted on it. 

Have you ever known an instance to the contrary, of a petition not being in 
writing ? — Never. 

Have you ever known an instance of an apprentice admitted, unless he had pre- 
sented a petition in writing? — Never. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Adam. 

How many instances have you known of apprentices applying to be admitted ? — 
I cannot exactly say the number ; but I may say more than three, about three or 
four ; there has not been many applications. 

And those three or four have been applications in writing? — Yes. 

Have there not been more than three or four applications recently in the last 
three or four years ?■ — I understand the late mayor 

Tell us what you know ; were you present with the late mayor, when any ap- 
plications were made by apprentices for admission ?— I was present when the 
mayor received some petitions, but whether they were from apprentices, I do not 
know ; I believe they were from people who styled themselves apprentices. 

Did the people attend themselves? — No. 

They were papers delivered ? — Yes. 

Were you never present when persons have come individually before Mr. Reid, 
and desired to be admitted ? — No. 

Do you know a gentleman of the name of Cooper ? — Perfectly. 

An attorney ? — Y es. 

Do you not recollect his applying for the admission of apprentices? — I recollect 
his applying to the late mayor ; but I believe it was on behalf of the inhabitants 
generally. 

''On the 9th of February 1 830, do you remember such an application ? — That 
was last February. 

Yes; do you remember that ? — Yes. 

Recollecting that, have the goodness to carry your memory further back, and re- 
collect whether, about a fortnight before Sir Robert Wigram’s election, there was 
not an application made to Mr. Reid in your presence by apprentices, or on behalf 
of apprentices to be admitted ? — I have a full recollection of some papers, which 
I believe were applications from people 

I do not ask you to state them ; do you remember any application ? — I believe 
there was. 

Who made it ? — I declare I do not know who made those applications. 

I do 
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. I do not ask you who signed any papers ; did any body bring any papers ? — Of 
course some one must. 

Who was it ? — Upon my oath I do not know. 

• Was it Mr. Cooper do you think ?— I will not swear it was. 

It was somebody ? — Yes. 

When that person whoever he might be, brought those papers, what did he say to 
the mayor ? — I do not know upon my oath what he said. 

How did you happen to be with the mayor on that occasion? — I very often go 
up into the mayor’s office. 

Do you remember the particular occasion ? — No, I do not. 

Had you heard of any intended applications for freedoms by apprentices ? — That 
was the general report in Wexford ; but I did not go to the mayor’s office for the pur- 
pose of being privy to anything that might be given in. 

There being that general report, and a person coming with certain papers, I beg 
you to refresh your memory, and tell me the application that that gentleman made 
to your presence? — I declare I do not recollect any one word that he said ; I re- 
collect Mr. Cooper coming into the mayor’s office, but whether he brought petitions 
from apprentices or others I really do not know. 

You remember his coming shortly after you had heard the rumour in the town j 
what did Mr. Cooper say upon that occasion ? — I do not know, I cannot say. 

Do you mean to say you have no recollection at all 1 — I have a full recollection 
Of his coming. 

Do you not recollect what he came about ? — He handed some papers to the 
mayor. 

Did he put them in his face without saying anything ? — Upon my oath I do not 
know what he said. 

How did he do it? — I cannot say. 

Did the mayor say anything to him ? — If he said any thing to the mayor, of course 
the mayor answ'ered him. 

What became of the papers ? — The mayor’s serjeant picked them up I believe, and 
on my going back to the office, he handed some papers to me and I put them up. 

“ Picked them up” from where? — Off the counter or the ground. 

Had they been thrown down?— I do not know. 

Recollect where they were picked up from ? — I rather think they were picked up 
off the floor. 

Do you not remember that the mayor, Mr. Reid, tossed them upon the floor?- — 

I recollect the mayor refusing to take some papers. 

Do you remember Mr. Reid tossing them upon the floor? — Tossing what. 

Tossing the papers you saw picked up? — I should suppose that the papers 
1 picked up were tossed on the floor by Mr. Reid. 

That is not an answer to the question ; do you remember, or do you not, and 
I put it to you on your oath, whether Mr. Ileid did not toss those papers on the 
floor and refuse to take them? — That is what I say. 

You have no doubt of it ? — No. 

Then you have no doubt they were received and tossed on the floor, and picked 
up by you ; do you recollect what was said by Mr. Cooper? — I do not. 

Do you mean to tell these gentlemen you do not know what Mr. Cooper came 
for?— Ido. 

Did not the mayor say why he tossed them upon the floor ?— The mayor, in reply 
to whoever gave him those papers (I will not swear Mr. Cooper gave them to him) 
said that that was not the proper period. 

For what? — For receiving those papers. 

What papers ? — Those papers he tossed on the floor. 

Did the mayor say it was not the proper period, without seeing what the papers 
alluded to ? — I believe there were a great number of papers. 

Those tossed on the floor I mean ? — There were a great many. 

When he said it was not the proper period, I beg you to state what the mayor 
said upon that occasion ? 

{The Chairman desired the Witness to be more cautious in giving his answers .] 

Did the mayor not say anything to the person who presented .those papers, as to 
the cause of throwing them on the floor ? — The mayor replied, it was not the proper 
time to receive them, 

Was that all he said ?- — That is all I know of. 

*75- L 4 Did 
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Mr. Did he not say anything as to the nature of the application ? — He might, but I do 

liobert Hughes. n ot recollect. 

— - — — ' Pray recollect? — Upon my oath I do hot. 

n March} When the mayor tossed the papers on the floor, and said it was not the proper 
j8 3°- period to receive them, he did not say what the papers were ? — I do not remember ; 

I can tell you my opinion. 

You have an opinion what they were? — Yes. 

Is that founded upon any fact that took place between you and the mayor? — 
When I picked up the papers I ascertained what they were. 

Did you ascertain from reading the papers ? 

[The question was objected to. The question was waived .] 

Did you read those papers ? —I did. 

I do not ask you what you read ; do you recollect what you read ? — I do. 

A clear recollection of what you read at that time in those papers ? — Yes. 

Now, when Mr. Reid the mayor tossed the papers upon the floor, did he do it 

with any degree of violence ? — He did it in a very un he appeared dissatisfied. 

Very un what ? — He did not do it mildly. 

Had there been any discussion between Mr. Cooper and the mayor, as to whether 
he should receive the papers or not, that led to the mayor not being in a mild hu* 
mour ? — There might have been. 

Does the mayor generally fly into a passion because a gentleman presents a paper 
to him ? — Not that I know of. 

Had there been any discussion between the mayor and the gentleman who pret 
sented them ? — I do not recollect any thing. 

Which made him toss the papers, not in a very mild manner? — I cannot account 
for it. 

Had anything passed that made him do it ? — Not any thing I know of. 

Do you mean to state, that nothing passed between the mayor and Mr. Cooper, 
touching the nature of his application, before he tossed the papers upon the floor?— 

I should apprehend there must have been. 

What was it ? — I do not know. 

Were you not attending to the subject? — Not particularly. 

You have heard frequent discussions upon the subject? — Yes. 

How long had you been with the mayor? — I cannot say ; it might have been 
longer short. 

Had you been discussing corporation subjects? — No. 

Talking about the weather? — I do not know. 

You might have been discussing corporation matters? — We might. 

I understood you, upon the presentation of the papers, the mayor tossed theufc 
not in a mild manner upon the floor, and you do not recollect a word that passed 
upon the occasion ? — U pon my oath I do not. 

Your memory is so frail, that a thing that took place before your eyes you do not 
recollect ? — I think there was a great deal of joking among the parties. 

Does the mayor toss away papers because there is a joke cracked ? — Mr. Cooper 
is a very funny man, and cracks his jokes wherever he goes. 

And does the mayor get into a passion because Mr. Cooper cracks his jokes,? — 
I do not know. 

Do you recollect the application on the 29th of September 1825, by Allen, for 
his freedom? — I do not recollect it; I understood that Allen had made an appli- 
cation. 

You were present at the assembly? — I think I must have been. 

,^-Have you any doubt ? — No. 

Then why do you say you might have been ? — It is possible I might not have 
been. 

Or in 1825 or 1826 ? — If I am in Wexford I make it a point to attend. 

Do you know your own hand-writing? — I do. 

Look at that [handing the Corporation book to the witness ]? — That is my hand- 
writing. 

Turn to the next? — Yes, that is mine. 

Look at the dates, having looked at that book ; were you present at the assembly 
on the 29th of September 1825, and the 29th of September 1826? — Certainly 
I was. 

Previous to going there, had any arrangement been made between the mayor 
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grid yourself, that freedom should not be granted those days? — Between the mayor 
and me ? 

And other persons, Lord Ely perhaps ? — I know at other corporate meetings 
arrangements have been made that nothing was to be done but swear the mayor 
in, or the bailiffs ; but. whether that occurred on those days I do not know. 

Upon certain corporation days arrangements have been made that freedoms 
shoilld not be granted if applied for? — -Yes. 

Having told me you have a recollection of applications being made on some of 
those days, do you not remember it was on one of those days in 1825 or 1826? — 1 
That I cannot say. 

It might have been on one of those days ? — It might. 

Do you recollect John Allen applying on those occasions ? — I remember John 
Allen applying ; on what day 1 do not know. 

What did he apply for? — For his freedom. 

Who was mayor at that time? — I do not recollect; if you will tell me the year 
I will look. 

1825? — I was mayor in 1825. 

You probably remember it the better? — I do not remember John Allen ever 
applying to me. .... 

Do you remember his applying in Mr. Reid's mayoralty f — I do not know at 
what period Allen applied. 

Then you do remember his application ? — 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy objected to the question. 

The Witness was directed to withdraw. : 

Mr. Adam was heard in support of the question. 

The objection was waived. 

Mr. Robert Hughes was again called in; and further cross-examined by 
Mr. Adam , as follows : 

Do you remember John Allen and his brother Richard coming to the assembly 
and applying for Richard Allen’s freedom by word of mouth ? — 1 do not. 

You have told me you do remember an application by Allen?— Yes, I believe 
there was. 

Do you remember when it was ? — I do not. 

Were you served with any notice to produce any petitions, and notices and 
requisitions for freedoms on the part of apprentices, before you came here ?— > 
I believe I was. 

Who served you ? — Mr. Baker, 

What answer did you give him ; did you tell him you had no petitions r — I do 
not remember what answer I gave him; 1 told him I should obey the summons of 
Course. 

How long ago is it since the application was made; is it above a month ? — No, 
not near a month. 

Do you not remember the answer you gave him whether you had any petitions, 
you being the mayor ? — I do not remember the answer I gave him at the time. 

Did you tell him you had petitions or you had not ? — 1 told him whatever docu- 
ments 1 had I would bring over. 

That is not an answer ; — I do not know that I told him I had no petitions, 

Have you searched for any petitions of Richard Allen? — Yes, I have. 

Have you brought them over? — Yes, I have them in my pocket. 

Let us see them? — Here is a petition hereof John Allen [ handing in a paper.] 

It is Richard Allen I mean ? — There is not one here belonging to Richard Allen. 

Are those all the petitions in the records of the corporation of Wexford ? — 
I believe I can account for Richard Allen. There was a mandamus issued in 
Publin ; Richard Allen applied, and the petition, I think I had the petition, and 
I believe I gave it to Mr. Carr the solicitor. 

Whose solicitor? — He was the solicitor in that suit, the agent of Sir Robert 
Wigram. 

What had Sir Robert Wigram to do with it? — He was agent of Sir Robert 
Wigram at the election, and he was agent in this mandamus case for the mayor. 

The mandamus was not directed to Sir Robert Wigram ?— No, he was employed 
un that side. 

Was he attorney for the corporation? — No. 

175. M What 
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MA' What had he to do with it? — He wrote down to me ; it was necessary he should 

Robert Hughes. | iave the original petition. 

, , The mandamus was directed to the mayor and burgesses ? — Yes, he was attorney 

,a for the mayor. . 

Did the mayor show cause against the mandamus? — Yes. 

And Mr. Carr was his attorney ?— Yes. 

Did you send that petition to him ? — I did. 

As you know there was a petition, did you read that petition ? — I should think 
I did. 

Have you any doubt ? — Indeed if I was asked whether I read it, I could not say 
positively I did. 

You know it was the petition of Richard Allen? — Yes, I have no doubt of it. 

You sent the petition of Richard Allen up to Mr. Carr, in answer to an applica- 
tion to swear him in, because the solicitor said it was necessary ; I ask you whether 
there was any verbal application made by Richard Allen, to be admitted a freeman 
in right of his apprenticeship ? — Yes there was. 

When was that ? — A very short time ago. 

Before the election ? — No, since then. 

Pray recollect ? — Allen made an application to me in person. 

Did Riehard Allen and John Allen apply for their freedom on the same day? — 

I should suppose it was the same day ; these appear all to be the same date. 

What date ? — The 23d of May. 

What year? — The 23d of May 1829. 

Have you any doubt whether a parol application for admission in right of appren- 
ticeship was made by Richard Allen ? — Subsequent to the election. 

Was the 23d of May 1829 subsequent to the election? — He made an application 
to me when the mandamus was sent down to the mayor, and the time had elapsed, 
as he conceived. He made an application to me; and my reply to him was, that 
the answer would be returned on the mandamus. 

We are talking of an application to be admitted to the freedom ; you have told 
me you recollect Richard Allen applied to the corporation to be admitted a freeman 
in right of apprenticeship, the same day that John applied, but you did not recollect 
whether it - was before or after the election ? — It must have been subsequent to the 
election. (U 

Was it the same day J ohn applied ? I am not asking about any application to 
you as mayor, but whether you recollect the application of Richard Allen to be ad- 
mitted to his freedom in right of his apprenticeship before the election ? — Nothing 
more than these papers state. 

Was John Allen and Richard on the same day ? — Yes. 

Was it a joint application ? — Yes, the 23d of May. 

Was that before or after the election ? — Before the election. 

If John Allen applied the 23d of May 1829, and Richard the same day, did 
Richard apply before or after the election? — Before; but I understood you to ask 
me whether he applied personally. 

Was any made previous to the election? — Not that I know of. 

Was any made to Mr. Reid? — Not that I know of. 

Do you not know, upon the 23d of May 1829 both applied personally to Mr. 
Reid ? — I do not. 

Had you ever any conversation with John Allen about his freedom? — No, 
I think not. 

Did you ever tell John Allen he would have his freedom if he would vote for 
Lord Ely’s candidate ? — Never. 

** Or vote for Sir Robert Wigram ? — Never. 

Or if he would support Lord Ely’s candidate r — Never. 

Committee ]- - -Have you been mayor often ? — Three times. 

Have you, during your mayoralty, received applications for freedoms from those 
who had served apprenticeships ? — Not prior to the election. 

Whenever you have been acting in the court, the court of conscience, or any other 
court in Wexford, have any applications been made to you for freedoms of appren- 
tices without being in writing ? — No, not to me. 

Have you ever known any made ? — No, only these. 

Whenever you have been present with the mayor, can you recollect applications 
for freedoms by apprentices made by parol, or in writing ? — I have no recollection 
of whether they were, if they were I should recollect them. 
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, If they were what r — In either case. **£ 

You mean to say you would recollect any applications made to you in court ? — Robert Hugfa 
y es ; had there been applications made to me, at any of the periods I was mayor, ^ March 
to admit apprentices to their freedom, I should recollect it ; and I have no recollec- r g 3 ™ ’ 
tion of such applications being made to me. 

In writing or otherwise ?•** In writing or otherwise. 

You cannot recollect, when you were acting with the mayor, whether such appli- 
cations were made in writing or not in writing? — No. 

Did you hold any office in corporation when the mayor tossed down those pa- 
pers ?_I believe I was one of the bailiffs. 

Were you ever present when an application was made by an apprentice for his 
freedom, either by word of mouth or by writing? — Yes, I have some recollection of 
Allen having made an application. _ . 

Were you ever present at any other application made* — None, with the excep- 
tion of this. , _ - ' : 

You have Stated you are how mayor ?— Yes. 

1 You voted at the election ?— Yes. 

> For whom did you vote?— Sir Robert Wigram. 

Were you canvassed by Sir Robert Wigram either previous or at the election ?-■-= 

J was solicited by old Sir Robert to exert myself as much as possible for the interest 
of his son. 

Sir Robert was never present at the election? — No. 

He has not been there either before or since the election? — No. 

You have spoken of Mr. Carr ?— Yes. 

Is he now employed by you? — Yes, in the maudamus case. 

In your individual capacity, or as mayor ? — As mayor. 

How is he to he paid ? — 1 should suppose from the corporate funds. 

Then Mr. Carr is the attorney of the corporation ; do you consider him so? — At 
present he is ; he is employed by me. 

Who was the agent of Sir Robert Wigram during the election ?— Mr. Carr. 

You considered him as his agent ? — Yes. 

Were you ever present at any private meeting of the corporators, at which there 
was a determination not to admit apprentices, or try their cases, or go into any con- 
sideration of their cases on the charter days ? — No. 

[The Witness withdrew.] 

Mr. Harrison was heard to observe upon the evidence adduced by the sitting 
Member, to attack the vote of Richard Allen. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard in reply, and referred to the entries in the 
corporation book, upon the 21st of November 1781, and on the 29th of 
September 1 S 1 2. 

Mr. Adam was heard to observe upon the entries referred to by Mr. Serjeant 
Taddy. 

The committee-room was cleared. 

The Committee determined, that the vote of Richard Allen was a bad vote. 

The counsel and parties were again called in, and informed of the decision 
of the Committee. 

Mr. Adam stated, that there was still a majority on the poll for Sir Edward 
Dering ; and that the course would be for the counsel for the sitting 
Member to establish their own majority. 

The Committee suggested, that the best course would be to take one vote of 
each class objected to. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, he would proceed first on the vote of Nathaniel 
Hall, under the head of objection, the want of stamps. 

Mr. John Porter having been sworn ; was further Examined by Mr. Wigram, 
as. follows : 

TURN to page 131 of the book (D.), do you find the name of Nathaniel Hall Mr. 

on that page?— -The entry is the 29th of June 1795, and there is no stamp upon Jo hn Po,lc r - 

the page. 

Mr. Adam admitted that Nathaniel Hall was admitted on that day, and that 
there was no stamp to his admission. 

175. M 2 . On 
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On reference to the poll, Nathaniel Hall appeared to have voted for Sir 
Edward Dering. 

Was Nathaniel Hall sworn at the election ? — He was sworn at the election on 
the 2d of June 1829. 

Mr. Adam stated, that Nathaniel Hall was not in the list of persons objected 
to, oil the ground of not being sworn. 

Mr. Serjeant Toddy stated, that he proved he was sworn at the election, to 
raise an inference that he was not sworn six years before. 

Mr. Adam was heard in support of the vote of Nathaniel Hall, and referred 
to the Case of Rogers v. James, the Cases of Drogheda, Fowey, Cardigan, 
Oakhampton, and Derby, and the Annual Indemnity Act, 1 oth George 4,’ 
chapter 1 2, section 5. 

Mr. Thomas Baker was further Examined by Mr. Harrison, as follows: 

Mr. DID you make out, before the last election, a list of the freemen of Wexford, 

Th omas Ba ker. y OU supposed were in the interest of Sir Edward Dering?— Yes, I made out a list 
in both interests. 

Did you examine the corporation books, with a view to see whether the voters 
you supposed would vote for Sir Edward Dering, were duly stamped ? — I did. 

Upon that examination, did you find that the stamps were defective? — Yes. 

Did you take any steps to remedy that defect ? — I did. 

At the time you ascertained this, where were the books of the corporation ? — 
With Mr. Reid the mayor ; only one book. 

Did you ascertain he had got it in consequence of any previous application to the 
town clerk? — Yes. 

Did you examine the book in the possession of the mayor? — Yes, in his presence. 

Did you make any application to the mayor on the subject of that book, with 
reference to the stamp? — I did. 

What was the nature of it ? — To have the book delivered to the distributor of 
stamps in the town of Wexford, in order that the entries of the admission of free- 
men I should point out, should be duly stamped. 

Did you make that application in writing, or verbally ? — Verbally, and in writing. 

Did you serve him with any notice? — I did. 

Have you got a copy of it ?— I have a draft of it, this is it. 

What was it for ? — 

r “ Sir, I hereby require you to hand to the sub-distributor of stamps in this 
town, the corporation books containing the original entry of the admission of 
the freemen of this corporation, in order that I may have the entries of the ad- 
mission of said freemen in the list to be given to him by me, to be duly 
stamped, according to law; and in case you refuse and decline, or delay in com- 
plying herewith, I hereby inform you that you will be held answerable for any 
consequences that may arise therefrom.” 

Did you, in addition to delivering him a written notice, make a verbal application 
to him for that book ? — I did. 

Did he give you the book ? — He did not. 

. Did he assign any reason for not giving it you ? — He did. 

What did he state ? — I knew he would not give it me, and he assigned as a reason 
for- not delivering it to the stamp distributor, that Mr. Hare was in Dublin, and he 
ccgjld not do anything without Mr. Hare. 

l ) id you make any subsequent application to Mr. Reid ? — I did. 

Did you obtain the book, or the delivery of it to the stamp officer ? — I did not. 

Did you in consequence of that make any application to Colonel Johns ? — I did. 

Was he at that time acting for the town clerk ? — Yes ; Mr. Vickery the deputy 
town clerk was not in town at that time. 

What was the application you made to Colonel Johns ? — Upon the subject of the 
stamps, to ascertain where they were, and the manner in which the stamps had been 
kept in the corporation. 

M hat do you mean by where they were ; do you mean to enquire whether there 
yv ere any stamped admissions of freemen ? — Yes. 

Did you find from him, whether the stamps were in a defective state ? — I did. 

Was 



Mr. 

-.John V or ter. 
jg March, 

*830, 
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Was that before you made the first application to the mayor?— Both before and 
after, for more certainty, for I had some difficulty 

You had enquired of Colonel Johns if he could give you any information ? — Yes. 

And then you made your written and verbal application to the mayor ?— I did. 

Did you after that make any other application to Colonel Johns ? — I did. 

What was the nature of it ? — To see if he would blot for me, as it is termed, that 
is enter the admission of the freemen upon a separate stamp, in the manner in which 
fid showed me had been done. 

He showed you some entries had been made upon separate pieces of paper that 
were stamped ? — Yes. 

Did you ask him to give you certificates of the same kind ? — I did. 

Did he accede to that request ? — He did not. 

Did he give any reason ? — He said the mayor had taker, the book from him, and 
he felt he should not be exactly acting correctly if he interfered in the business. 

And in consequence you got no stamps ? — No ; two or three times I applied 
to him. 

After you had made the first application, and had seen Colonel Johns, did you 
make another application to the mayor? — Yes; and his answer was, that all the 
stamps had been procured for all the freemen that were admitted ; that it would be 
a very useless thing to go to the expense of providing more stamps, and that Mr. 
Jones was a very regular man and had got all the stamps. 

Mr. Jones is the town clerk? — Yes. 

Colonel Johns had not got them ? — No. 

Did you ever procure the book to be delivered to the distributor ? — No. 

Then am I to understand that the mayor did not deliver it to the stamp distri- 
butor, in consequence of that notice ? — He did not. 

Have you got a list of the voters ? — Yes, they are arranged alphabetically in that 
book by myself, in my own hand-writing. 

When you made the application, you stated you had made out a list of the par- 
ties you thought would vote for Sir Edward Dering? — Yes, I did. 

Was the name of Nathaniel Hall upon that list ? — Yes. 

In whose interest? — Supposed to be Mr. Nevill’s ; I arranged the voters accord- 
ing to the interest I supposed they would vote in, and of course those I thought 
would vote for Sir Edward Dering, I would have entries of them. 

W as Nathaniel Hall one of those persons in respect of whom you made that ap- 
plication ? — He is. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy.] — Are you speaking from that book ? — Yes. 

Let me see it ? — 



.Mr. 

Thomas Baktf. 



12 March, 
1830. 



[It was handed to Mr. Serjeant Taddy.] 

Mr. Harrison. ] — If you had obtained the book, or got the book put into the 
hands of the stamps distributor, did you intend to have stamps affixed to all the 
names you had put down as in his interest? — Yes; before I determined to go to 
that expense I had obtained the advice of counsel. 

Did you act upon that occasion under the direction of counsel in the step vou 
took ? — Yes, I did. 

Did you actually provide stamps ? — I purchased stamps. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy.] — Are those stamps here? — There are stamps here. 

Are those stamps here ? — Yes, they are, 

Mr. Harrison.] — What time did you apply to the mayor, how long before the 
election? — The 21st of May ; that was the first application ; that was the notice to 
the mayor ; I am aware of that, because I served three notices upon the mayor the 
same day. 

Can you state on what day the second was ? — I cannot state the precise day. 

Are you certain it was before the election ? — It was. 

Did you take all the steps that, under the advice of counsel, you were told were 
necessary to give effect to their application ? — I did. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy. 

I see this draft of notice has no date ? — No, it has not. 

You think it was the 21st of May? — Yes, I am almost certain it was the 2 1st of 
May. 

Perhaps you may know the day the precept was received in Wexford ? — I appre- 
hend the precept was not received at that period* 

* 75 * M3 t)o 
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Do you know the day it was received ? 

Mr. Adam .] — What day of the month was the election ' The first of June. 

Mr. Serjeant Toddy.]— Do you know when it was received? — No, I do not ; it 
was received by the mayor, and I could not tell the precise day. 

In point of fact, the election was the first of June?— Yes. 

Was that the first day of the election? — Yes. 

When the precept was received you do not know? — No. 

But do I understand you to say with certainty, or only with a degree of doubt, 
that you delivered a notice copied from this on the 21st of May? — I am almost sure 
it was the 2 1 st. . 

Was this die notice ; “ I hereby require you to hand to the sub-distributor ot 
stamps ? ”• — Yes, that was the notice. 

You required the mayor to hand the book to the sub-distributor of stamps ; is 
that so?— Yes. 

Who was the distributor of stamps ?— Archer, I understood, was the gentleman s 
name. 

Do you know whether it was or was not? — No. 

Do you know whether there was a distributor of stamps ?— I do. 

Did you tell the mayor who it was ? — No, I did not think it necessary. 

You required him to hand to the stamp distributor the corporation books neces- 
sary “ in order that I may have the entries of the admission of freemen stamped, 
in the list to be given to him by me you desired him to hand the book to the dis- 
tributor of stamps, in order that you might have the entries of the admission stamped 
in the list to be given to the mayor by you ; is that so?— Yes, it is. 

Will you look at that paper [handing one to the witness] ; you have said it was 
the 21st of May, do you not see it is the 23d ? — Yes, I do ; I can explain why I 

considered it the 21st. _ r , . . ■ 

You conceive this to be a correct copy, do you ?— Yes, because the writing is by 

a person employed by me. . . , . XT . .. , .. • 

Was there any thing about Dublin in the original?— Not in that ; it is upon that 

I go. 

Which is the original? — The draft I mean. 

Was there anything about Dublin in that?— No. t . 

This is the original, “ I hereby require you to hand to the sub-distributor of 
stamps in this town, or to the proper officer at the Stomp Office, Dublin, the corpo- 
ration book ? ” — 1 did not recollect that. 

On the 23d Of May you required him to hand it to the stamp distributor, or to 
the proper person at the Stamp Office, Dublin ?— Yes. 

Did you tell him who that person was in Dublin r— No. 

What time was it in the day ?— Before the hour of the mail leaving for Dublin. 
What time does it set ofiR— At four o’clock, I am sure it was, because the mayor 

always left his office by three or four. .... 

Then we understand it was some time before four o clock on the 23d of May 

vou served this notice ?— Yes. , ... , 

This was the first application you made ?— No ; I had spoken to the mayor be- 
fore on the subject of the stamps. . T A . 

I thought you said, that was the first ?-That was the first application I made to 
deliver the book, but I had spoken to him on the subject before I made inquiries. 
Was this the first application you made for the delivery of the book to have it 

Did you do this upon your own suggestion, making this application ? I did not ; 
it tfas the suggestion of counsel. 

The counsel for Sir Edward Dering, or Mr. NeviUP-Yes, counsel for Sir 
Edward Dering ; I sent up a case on the points 1 thought necessury, and obtained 

counsel’s advice. , v 

On the part of Sir Edward Dering!— Yes. . . 

I see in this book, “ in whose interest supposed to be, all those you have men- 
tioned are put down 'Nevill, Nevill, Nevill ; I do not see Sir Edward Denngs 
name here once, Nevill, Nevill, Nevill, every one ; I do not see Sir Edward 
Bering's name once put down ; liow did that happen ?— Because Sir Cholmeley 
Dering stood upon the interest of Mr. Nevill. - 

Sir Cholmeley Dering did not make his appearance m Wexford? -He did 
npt ; I did not see him there, at least. Yu 
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You were the most likely man to see him ; he would not hide himself from you ? — 
No. 

If he had been there you would have had a bird’s-eye view of him ? — Indeed I am 
sure of it. 



He has no property there at all ? — I am quite a stranger myself to the town and 
county of Wexford. 

You never saw or heard of any? — No. 



And I see throughout the book, “ Nevill?” — Yes, it is all Nevill or Lord Ely. 
But you are agent for the Nevill family and not Lord Ely, as we have expe- 
rienced? — Yes. 



I see Sir Robert Wigram here? — Yes; that book I used as a check-book at the 
election ; I took the poll myself. 

This was the first application you made for the book to be stamped and that was 
on the part of Sir Edward Dering? — Yes. 



Mr. 

Thomas Baker. 

12- March, 
1830. 



[Re-examined by Mr. Harrison .] 



Sir Edward Dering you understood was ill at the timer— -Yes. 

Did he send you a certificate to excuse his paying his respects to the electors ?— 
He did, which I showed them. 

The first application you made for the book, was contained in that written no- 
tice ? — Yes. 

Had you applied to the mayor before on the subject ? — Yes. 

Bui not applied for the book ? — No. 

And you sent up a case upon the subject to counsel? — Yes ; for I would not put 
the family to the expense of stamping the book, without counsel’s advice. 

Did you put down any more names to be stamped than actually voted for Sir 
Edward Dering r— Yes ; for some of them actually voted for Sir Robert Wigram. 

Then if you had got the names stamped you wished, you would have got some 
stamped for Sir Robert Wigram ?— Yes. 

Committee .] — Where did you deliver the notice to the mayor ? — At the court of 



conscience. 

Mr. Harrison .'] — You say it was before 4 o’clock ; where did you deliver that no- 
tice? — To the mayor sitting at the court of conscience, that is, the office. 

Was he in the habit of leaving at any time ?— Generally about 3 o’clock ; when 
I was inspecting the book he left the office. 

How long is the mail coach going from Wexford to Dublin ? — It arrives in Dublin 
at 6 the next morning. 



Colonel Johns was again called in ; and having been sworn, was further 
Examined by Mr. Harrison, as follows? 

YOU have told us, during part of the last election, in consequence of the illness Colonel Johns. 
of the town clerk you acted for him ? — Y es. 

On what day did you first send the book of the corporation to the mayor ? — On 
a Mondav. I do not recollect the day of the month ; it was a Monday. 

The election was on a Monday ? — I think it was the Thursday or Friday ; but it 
was long previous to the election, about ten or twelve days previous. 

Can you recollect about how long it was before the election when that book was 
sent to the mayor? — I think the first time was on a Monday, and the election took 
place the Thursday week following. 

You think about ten or twelve days? — Yes. 

You will not be positive ? — It was the Monday that Lord Ely arrived on the 
Saturday, and on the Monday he called for it ; and I went down with the serjeant 
to the office with the book. 

Was the book after that delivered to you again ? — It was. 

Was it applied for again ?— I think on the Wednesday or Thursday following ; 
to the best of my recollection, the Thursday. 

From the time of it being sent for the second time, did it remain in the posses- 
sion of the mayor? — Yes, ever afterwards; I have never had it in my possession 
since. • . 

Up to the time of the application made before the election, was the book in the 
custody of your father-in-law as town clerk ?— Yes, in my custody ; he is perfectly 
incompetent to do any of the duties 

For some time before the book had been in the custody of the town clerk ?— Yes, 
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Colonel Johns. 



4 a March, 
1830. 



In the way you have mentioned it was sent for by the mayor, and has been kept 
by him ? — Yes. 

Did Mr. Baker make any application to you upon the subject of the stamp ad- 
missions? — He told me, on looking over the book, he found the freemen were not 
Stamped, and he had applied to the mayor to have the book stamped ; and asked 
me if I had any, and I told him there were some in the town clerk’s office, and he 
asked me for a list, which he got. 

Were those stamps upon separate pieces of paper? — Yes, they were. 

- Did Mr. Baker after that make any application to you to put stamps upon any 
pieces of paper for freemen? — He did. 

. Did you comply with that request ? — No, I refused to do so : because on looking 
over the stamps, I discovered from the year 1807. to 1813 deficiency; and I was 
aware that a certain number of those persons were to vote for Sir Robert Wigram, 
and I thought it would not be desirable for me to blot stamps for one party and 
not for the other. 

And therefore, under those circumstances, you declined any interference? — Yes, 
and particularly as the mayor had been applied to. 

As the result might have been that stamps would be put on voters on one side, and 
not the other, you declined interfering? — Yes. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy. 

You say that you think the book was in your possession until the Monday week 
previous to the election? — Yes ; I had had it constantly in my possession, holding 
it for the town clerk. 

Tor how many years ? — For four years Mr. Jones has been incapable of doing 
the duties. 

How long has Mr. Jones been the town clerk? — Sixty years next June. 

Has the book been, as far as you know, in his possession during that period ? — 
For the last twenty years since I have been connected with Mr. Jones, I know 
it has. 

Then was there any difficulty during any part of that period of twenty years, of 
getting an admission stamped ? — I should suppose not ; I do not know. 

As far as you know, if Nathaniel Hall had applied during those twenty vears he 
might have got it stamped ? — Yes, as far as I know. 

And Mr. Jones would have let them have it stamped ? — I suppose so. 

You would not have refused ? — I should have stated the circumstance to the 
mayor as the head of the corporation. 

You had the book on the Monday week previous to the election? — Yes. 

You gave it up on that Monday ? — He delivered it to me, and I retained it in my 
possession till the Thursday following. 

When did he deliver it to you ? — On the same day. 

Then you kept it till the Wednesday? — Yes, or Thursday. 

On the Wednesday you got it back again? — I will not be positive ; it was Wed* 
nesday or Thursday. 

I am told the 23d Was a Saturday ; can you remember at all whether it was the 
Saturday after that or before? — I do not recollect ; I left the book in the office, and 
went away on the Monday for some time. 

And then you got it back ?— Yes. 

And gave it back again on the Wednesday or Thursday to the mayor?-— Yes. 

What day of the week was the election ?— I think the Thursday or Friday 
following. 

Monday was the 1st 'of June; was it the Thursday before the election, or the 
Thufeday week before the election ? — I think it was the week before the election. 

When you gave the mayor the book the second time ? — I recollect exactly what 
day Lord Ely arrived ; he arrived on the Saturday, and on the Monday the mayor 
got it from me, and I got it back again ; and on the Wednesday or Thursday he had 
it again. 

- Was it the week before the election ? — Yes, it was. 

Was it three days before or ten days before the election that you last gave up the 
book ? — I do not exactly recollect the day the election took place. 

Monday the 1st of June? — It was the Thursday I gave the book. Lord Ely in 
that case must have been there a fortnight before the election, it must have been 
eleven days before the election in that case. 

Which do you think it was ? — Yes, it must have been eleven days, because Lord 
r Ely 
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•Ely arrived on the Saturday, and the election did not take place till the Monday 
fortnight following. I know it was after Mr. Baker had seen the book, he applied 
to me to get the stamps blotted. 

[The Witness withdrew.] 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard in reply. 

The Committee-room was cleared. 

The Committee determined, that the vote of Nathaniel Hall was a good vote. 

The counsel and parties were again called in, and informed of the decision of 
the Committee. 

Mr. Adam stated, that that gave Sir Edward Dering a majority of two. 

Mr. Wigram stated, that the next vote on the list was Samuel Williams. 

Mr. Adam stated, that he could show precisely the same case as to Samuel 
Williams. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, not knowing the grounds of the decision of the 
Committee, he was under the necessity of going into another vote objected 
to, on the same ground. 

Mr. Adam stated, Samuel Williams was admitted in 1795. 

Mr. Thomas Baker was further Examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy, as follows : 

WHERE is Clondaw ?— I do not know where it is ; I understand it is a part of Mr. 

the estate. Thomas Baker. 

Mr. Adam.] — You do not know ? — 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy. \ --Whose estate is it part of?— The estate of the late 
Mr. Nevill. 

Where is the estate of the late Mr. Nevill ?— In the county of Wexford ; I believe 
part of his estates are in that county, I understand so. 

Did you give this list to the mayor (the list prepared by the witness)? — No. 

You never specified any names you required to be stamped ?— - Not to him; 

I should if he had complied. 

You see by your notice, you require him to hand over the book to the stamp 
distributor at Wexford, or the proper officer in Dublin, sometime before 4 o’clock 
on the 23d of May ; did you give him any list of persons you required to be 
stamped? — Not at the period I served him with the notice. 

Samuel Williams had made no application to your— No. ^ 

Samuel Williams had not desired you to do any thing upon the subject?— No, 
not desired me ; but I acted with the consent of Mr. Allen, who was the agent on 
the estate. 

Colonel Johns was again called in ; and further Examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy, 
as follows : 



12 March, 

1830. 



WE apprehend you may be under some mistake as to the dates ; you have men- 
tioned the book was given by you to the mayor on Monday r Yes. 

And it was returned on the Monday ? — Yes, sometime on Monday. 

It was given back by you again to the mayor on the Thursday >— Wednesday or 
Thursday. , . . 

Did the mayor keep it from that Wednesday or Thursday till the election ?— Yes, 
constantly. , . , 

The 1 8th of May was a Monday, and the 25th of May was on a Monday, 
and the 1st of June was on a Monday, and the day of election was on the 1st of 
June; application appears to have been made to the mayor in writing, on the 23rd 
the Saturday ; I want to know whether you can say that the Monday that you 
have alluded to, upon which you gave the book to the mayor^ for a short time and 
had it back again, was Monday the 25th, or Monday the 1 8th ?— Monday the 18th. 

You think it was?— I am positive of it. . . 

You are now positive of it?— Yes ; l have no hesitation in swearing to it in the 
most positive manner. 

When was the first application made to you by Mr. Baker .— I do not recollect, 
but he told me he had made an application. 

We must not have what he told, knowing when you gave the book to the mayor, 
when did Mr. Baker apply to you?— It was some days after I had given the book 
to the mayor. ... , , . 

Was it some days after you had given the boox to the mayor finally on the Mon- 
1 75. ' ‘ N day 
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Colonel John*., day or the Thursday ; was it after the Wednesday or the Thursday, the application 
' was made to you ? — I cannot say whether it was between the intermediate periods, 
va March, or after the Thursday. 

1830. You cannot say whether the book was in your possession or not ? — It was not in 

my possession when the stamps were mentioned to me. 

It was in your possession from the 18th till the 31st P — Yes. 

The application was not made to you during the time it was in your possession ? 
— No, it was not. 

You are sure of that? — I am. 

In your former evidence you did not say, that the reason was, you had not thii 
book in your possession, but you did not think it right to make any alteration in the 
stamps as they existed at the time ? — I said that Mr. Baker told me he had applied 
tp the mayor to have the book stamped. 

I ask you for your reason for not complying ; did not you say you wished not to 
make any distinction between the parties ? — Yes ; Mr. Baker told me he had applied 
to the mayor, to have the book stamped ; he then applied to me to know if I had 
stamps in my possession, I said I had ; he subsequently applied to me to have the 
stamps blotted. 

What do you mean by blotting? — Making the usual entries upon them, they are 
here, you may see them. 

By the word blotting you meant filling them up with writing? — Yes; because 
there was about an equal number for each of the candidates. 

Committee .] — You say you have the stamps here? — -Yes. 

How long have you been in the habit of seeing the stamps ? — I saw them folded 
up in the office of the town clerk. 

Did those stamps relate to the admissions ?— Yes. 

Are there any names put upon them ? — Y es, and the residences of the persons. 

[The Witness produced a Stamp, and it was handed w.J 

These stamps do not relate to any persons whose votes are in question? — No, 
these are stamps used in 1813. 

[The Witness withdrew.] 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard upon the evidence that had been adduced. 

The Committee-room was cleared. 

• The Committee determined, that the vote of Samuel Williams was a good vote. 

The counsel and parties were again called in, and informed of the decision 
of the Committee. 

Mr. Wigram stated, that the next vote he should go upon was the vote of 
Walter Hore. 



Mr. John Porter was further Examined by Mr. Wigram, as follows : 

Mr. WILL you turn to the date of the 29th of September 1804, in the corporation 

John Porter. book ? — I have it. 

Do you find the name of Walter Hore there ? — I do, of Harper’s Towq. 

Have you searched that book to see whether the name of any other Walter Hore 
appears upon that book ? — 1 have. 

Do you find any other entry of the name of Walter Hore ? — No. 

For what purpose does \V alter Hore appear in 1804? — Declared a peculiar 
freeman. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, two Walter Hore’s voted at the election, and only 
one was entitled. 

Mr. Adam stated, that the only objection the sitting Member could prove, 
was, that his freedom was not stamped. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy P\—W\W you see whether there were two Walter Hore’s sworn 
at the election P — I do not find any voters sworn of that name at the election. 

( --Xn 1804, how is he described ?~He is described as of Harper’s Town, in the 
SOunty of Wexford, esquire. 

Mr. Adam .'] — Do you find that gentleman sworn at the election? — No, I do not 
find'kny Walter Hore at all sworn at the election. 

V 1 ' The 
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The following entry was read from the Corporation Book, 5th day of 
August 1783, by Mr. Adam: 

“ At the assembly of the mayor, and so on, for the purpose of electing three ' 
burgesses of the said borough, in the room of Huson, the Earl of Ely, and 
Joshua Nunn, deceased ; previous notice having been given ; — Present, 
Benjamin Neale Bailey, esq. Ebenezer Jacob, Richard Nevill, Arthur Mea- 
dows, George Read, Allan Maclean, Francis Harvey, Edward Turner, 
Edward Edwards, Walter Hore, burgesses ; at the said assembly, Cornelius 
Grogan, the Right honourable Thomas Lord Loftus, and offered 

themselves candidates ; a poll was demanded ; and the poll proceeded, and 
among the voters was ‘ Walter Hore, esquire.’ ” 

Mr. Adam was heard upon the evidence that had been adduced. 



Sabbati , 13 ° die Martii > 1830 . 



HENRY CLIVE, ESQUIRE, 



IN THE CHAIR. 



THE names of the Committee were called over ; — all present. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard in reply, upon the vote of Walter Hore. 



Mr. Robert Hughes was again called in ; and having been sworn, was 
Examined by the Committee, as follows : 

DO you know any thing of Walter Hore, esquire? — I know two Walter Hore’s. Mr. 

Of w hat places are they described ? — One of Seafield, and the other of Harpurs Robert Hughes. 
Town. ^ ' 

Do you know whether they voted at the last election ?- — They did. *3 March, 

Do you know the age of either of them ? — Not exactly ; I know one of them Is- l83 ° - 
a very old man, and the other rather young. 

Do you know what place the young one is described of? — Harpur's Town. 

Is the old man a burgess ? — No. 

What age do you suppose the old man to be ? — Very little short of seventy. 

Was he ever a burgess?— I do not think he was. 

You do not know he was? — I feel satisfied he was not. 

How do you ascertain that ?— Never having seen him act as a burgess. 

In your remembrance? — Yes. 

Can you undertake to say, that in 1 783 he was not a burgess ; have you any 
information that gives you a strong opinion ? -^ I could not say that, I do not 
remember that period very well, but I feel satisfied. 

Will you state the grounds upon which you feel that satisfaction ? — Never know- 
ing him to act. 

The question is, the grounds of your feeling satisfied he could not be a burgess 
in 1 783 ? — I never heard of it, and I never knew him to act as such ; and my belief 
fe, that he is not. 

At what period did you become acquainted with the corporation ? — About 1795 - 

Was that your first acquaintance with it?— I was then admitted a freeman. 

Are those two Mr. Hore’s related to each other ?— They are. 

In what relation ? — Old Mr. Hore is the uncle of the younger one. 

And you think the old one about seventy? — About seventy, I should suppose. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy . ~\ — Who remembers the corporation before you, is there any 
body that remembers it before that time ? — Mr. Reade does, and Mr. Meadows. 



[ 77 /e Witness withdrew .] 



Mr. George H. Reid was again called in ; and having been sworn, was 
further Examined by the Committee, as follows : 

DO you know Walter Hore, esquire, of Seafield?— I do. Geor&H Reid 

Do yOu know how long he has been upon the books of the corporation? — I can £ 

ascertain if you will permit me to look at a private memorandum book I have. 
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Mr. What book ? — It is a book I have had near thirty years in my possession, a memo- 

Geurge H. Rcul. ranc i um 0 f the different names inrolled. 

13 March How long have you had it? — It begins in the year 1783. 

1830. ’ Do you know whether Walter Hore was a burgess? — No; his nephew is a 

burgess. 

Was he a burgess ? — No. 

If it should appear that a Walter Hore was a burgess in 1783, whom should 
you suppose it to refer to ? — It means the father at Seafield ; he has been dead many 
years. 

What aged man should you suppose Walter Hore of Seafield ? — Nearly as old as 
me ; about sixty-eight or sixty-nine. 

How long have you known the corporation ? — I knew it from the time I came in, 
the year 1788, and I was made a burgess that very year. 

And this Walter Hore of Seafield, never was a burgess? — No; I have known 
him wish to be a burgess, but was never elected. 

Do you know whether Walter Hore is a freeman? — He voted at the last election 
as a freeman, and was inrolled on the book, and in consequence of his name being 
inrolled, he was allowed to vote. 

Inrolled on what book 1 — The corporation book. 

Have you not known him to be a burgess ever since you have known the corpo- 
ration ? — I have heard he was ; I will tell you why, by looking at this private book 
his name is there. I see his name was with two or three other brothers inserted. 

In what year? — I could refer to it. 

Do so ? — [The Witness referred to the book.] 

In whose hand- writing is that ? — I cannot tell ; this I suppose was many years 
before. 

Shut up the book if you do not know ? — No, I do not. 

Will you state to the Committee, how long you have been under the impression 
that this Walter Hore has been a freeman ?— Since I have got this book; about 
thirty years ago. 

From your earliest acquaintance with the corporation? — Yes. 

When you came into the corporation in 1 788, he was a freeman ? — I did not 
know him. 

When did you first know any thing of him ? — Shortly after the Rebellion ; this 
book was put into my hand, and I found his name there, with two other brothers, 
sons of Walter Hore. 

When did you know any thing of him yourself? — At the time he proposed Sir 
Robert Wigram as a member ; and his name would not be inserted in that book, but 
he said he proposed or seconded Sir Robert Wigram, and his vote was refused at 
the election, till he pointed out the entry in the book, of having proposed Sir Robert 
Wigram. 

When did he propose Sir Robert Wigram ? — I cannot tell. 

Was it before or since 1800? — I should think since 1800. 

Thirty years ago ? — In the year 1825. 

Was it a general election ? — Yes. 

How old do you suppose this Mr. Hore is? — I should think he is older than I am, 
by two years ; I am sixty-seven ; I was born in November 1762 ; I suppose I am 
sixty-seven ; I am the same age as His Majesty. 

You investigated and found be did propose Sir Robert Wigram, or else you would 
not have admitted him ? — Yes. 

[The Witness withdrew.] 

Jhe Committee determined, that Walter Hore was a bad vote. 



On the Vote of John Devereur , — 

Charles Jacob was again called in ; and having been sworn, was further Examined 
by Mr. Adam, as follows : 

ENTRY of the 29th of September 1809, was read, as follows : 

“ At said assembly, the Reverend Joseph Miller, the late mayor, nominated 
and declared Major John Devereux, of the Wexford regiment of militia, and 
Arthur Miller, esquire, late major of the 6th regiment of foot, his two peculiar 
freemen.” 

Do 
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Do you know Major John Devereux ? — I do. 

Did you know him in 1 809 ? — I did. 

Where did he live? — Near Newtown Barry. 

Is that within the town or borough of Wexford ? — No. 

How far from it ? — About twenty miles. 

Is he a gentleman of estate in the county of Wexford ? — I believe he is. 

How long did you know him ? — I have known him upwards of twenty years. 

How long did you know him before 1809 ?■ — I believe four or live years. 

And he resided in Newtown Barry, not in the town of Wexford? — Yes. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Toddy. 

The Wexford militia is very often quartered in Wexford? — I do not think it is. 

Where were the Wexford militia in 1809, can you tell ? — No, I cannot. 

You cannot say Major Devereux was or was not in Wexford for some time pre- 
vious to June 1809 ? — I know he did not live in Wexford. 

Do you speak to the year 1809, or what other period? — I do not think he ever 
lived in Wexford in my memory ; I am sure he did not. 

Can you say the Wexford militia were not in Wexford in 1809 ? — No, I cannot. 

Do you know where they were? — Some of the staff' might have been there if the 
regiment was disbanded. 

Do you not know, many of the officers of the Wexford militia at that period were 
in Wexford ? — No, I do not. 

Do you not know the staff was there?— I know the staff was or might have been. 

You know that they were ? — I do not say that ; they might have been. 

What is the earliest period you recollect when the staff of the Wexford militia was 
at Wexford ? — I did not mention about the staff. 

What do you mean by the staff?— The seijeants and corporals of the Wexford 
militia might have been there ; but I do not remember Major Devereux living or 
residing in Wexford. 

Can you take upon yourself to assert, that Major Devereux was not quartered in 
Wexford in 1809? — No, I cannot. 

Do you know where the Wexford militia was at that time?— No, I do not. 

\The Witness withdrew] 

The Committee determined, that John Devereux was a bad vote. 

Mr. Adam stated, that that gave Sir Edward Dering a majoiity of one. 



Charles Jacob. 



13 March, 
1830. 



On the Vote of John Sparrow ; — 



Mr John Porter having been sworn, was further Examined by Mr. Serjeant Mr. 

Taddy, as follows : John^PorUr. 

HAVE you examined that book? — I have. 

Was there a person of the name of John Sparrow, who voted at the last elec- 
tion ? — There was. 

How is he described upon the face of the poll? — It appeared he was described 
as John Sparrow of Ballinclay. 

Is there any entry of his admission or swearing in that book ? — I cannot 
find any. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Harrison. 

Do you know his person ? — No, I do not, I only know it from the poll-book. u ev 

Richard Reran. 

The Reverend Richard Bevan was again called in ; and having been sworn, 
was further Examined by Mr. Harrison, as follows : 

DO you know John Sparrow, who voted at the last election ? — Of Cooles near 
Wexford ; 1 have known him many years. 

Is he an old man ? — Above 80, I believe he is 84. 

Committee] — Why do you say he is 84?— I lately heard it from a near relation 
of his, one who was attending a son of mine not well ; he was a medical gentleman, 
of the name of Crane, in Wexford, a relation of the family ; I have known him in- 
timately for 40 years. 

Mr. Harrison] — From your personal knowledge should you say he was upwards 
of 80?— Yes; that I can swear positively, with great safety; I will swear he is up- 
wards of So. 
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Richard Bcvan. 



13 March, 
1830. 



Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Toddy. 

He lives atCooles? — Yes. 

Where is Ballinclay ? — I cannot say. 

You never heard of Ballinclay ? — I do not recollect. 

He lives at Cooles? — Yes, and I knew him there. 

He lives at Cooles now ? — No, he does not, he has removed to some place, but 
I do not really know. 

Does he appear to you, as far as you can judge, to be of that age ?— -Most cer- 
tainly, he is a very old man, and I swear he is above 80. 

Y ou were present at the election ? — I was. 

You saw the gentleman that voted ?— Yes, I saw him there when he voted. 

Did you ever know Sparrow to vote before?— 'No. 

[The Witness withdrew .] 



Mr. John Allen was again called in ; and having been sworn, was further 
Examined by Mr. Harrison, as follows : 

Mr. 

John Allen. DO you know John Sparrow who voted at the last election ?— I do. 

Where does he live now ? — At a place called Ballinclay. 

Do you know how long he has lived there ? — About ten years. 

Do you know where he lived before ? — At Cooles. 



Mr. Harrison stated, that John Sparrow appeared in the book, in 1783, as 
voting ; and that in 1 793 he appeared also as voting, and described as 
of Cooles. 

Mr. Harrison was heard upon the evidence which had been adduced. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy admitted, that the explanation given was reasonable, and 
that John Sparrow must be declared to be a good vote. 



On the Y ote of John Horton ; — 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, there were three objections to this vote ; not 
sworn, not stamped ; and that he was one of the batch of freemen, and 
was described as of Garrybritt. 

Mr. Adam stated, he should oppose any objection being gone into except as 
to the stamping and swearing. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, he meant to contend that he had a right to ob- 
ject to votes, although they were not on the list he had given in ; and that 
there was evidence already on the minutes to impeach the vote of J ohn 
Horton, and many others of the same class ; evidence not coming dtit on 
his cross-examination, but upon the examination in chief by the counsel 
for the Petitioners ; and referred to the Statutes 42 of George 3, c. 106, 
47 Geo. 3, c. 1 4, and the Case of Whitby v. Parkins, in the first volume 
of Jacob & Turner’s Reports, and the Middlesex Case, and the Evesham 
Case. 

Mr. Harrison was heard on the other side. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard in reply. 

It appeared upon reference to the corporation book, that John Horton was 
described as of Kilconnup. 

[The Committee-room was cleared.] 

The Committee determined, that this case came within the resolution ol 
Thursday the 1 1 th instant. 

The counsel and parties were again called in, and informed of the decision of 
^ the Committee. 



Mr. 

John Porter. 



Mr. John Porter was further examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy, as follows : 



HAVE you looked to see whether John Horton was at all sworn at any time?— 
I have looked, and I cannot find that he ever was sworn. 

Does he appear to have been sworn in 1820? — He does not appear to have 
been sworn on the election in June 1829. 

He does not appear to have been sworn at all then ? — No. 

Will you look at the admission in 1813 of John Horton of Kilconnup ; is there 
any stamp ? — 



Mr. Harrison stated, that he could protect this voter on another ground, but 
not on the ground of stamp. 
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The Committee determined, that the vote of John Horton was a bad vote. 

On the Vote of Robert Maddock; — 

The following entry was read from the corporation book : 

“ 29th of September 1802. At the said assembly, the Reverend John Elgie 
declared and appointed his son Charles Elgie, and Robert Maddock of the city 
of Dublin, gentleman, his two peculiar freemen ; and the said Charles Elgie 
and Robert Maddock were sworn accordingly.” 

Mr. Benjamin Vickery was again called in ; and having been sworn, was Mr. 

further Examined by Mr. Adam. Benjamin Vickery. 

DO you know Mr. Maddock, an attorney at Dublin? — Yes. 

How long have you known him ? — I have known him these 30 years. 

Did you know him in 1 802 ? — I did. 

Where did he reside then ? — Always in Dublin. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy. 

You knew him in Dublin? — Yes, I was familiarly acquainted with him. 

He has never resided in Wexford that you know of? — Never. 

[ The Witness withdrew.] 

The Committee determined, the vote of Robert Maddock to be a bad vote. 

On the Vote of Henry Evans ; — 

John Porter was further Examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy , as follows : Mr. 

J J ^ John Porter. 

DO you find Henry Evans there? — -Yes. 

How is he described ? — Captain Henry Evans of the Royal Navy. 

, Is there any stamp upon his admission? — No stamp at all. 

Do you ever find him to have been sworn? — I do not find him to have been 
sworn till the 2d of June 1829. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Adam. 

Look at the 29th of September 1823? — He appears on the 29th of September 
1823 ; “ At the said assembly, Henry Evans, esquire, heretofore elected a burgess 
of said borough, was sworn into office.” 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy.] — You find he was not sworn till 1829 as a freeman?— No, 

I was aware of the entry I have just read. 

Mr. Adam.] — Will you have the goodness to show me where he was sworn at 
the election ? — No, he does not appear to have been sworn at the election. 

You have evidently made two errors ; first you said that he was not sworn ? — I 
was aware he had been sworn in 1 823 as a burgess. 

Can you undertake to say he is no where to be found sworn as a freeman ? — I 
have searched the book very carefully, and with that exception I find none. 

You have searched the book before, and you said he was sworn in 1 829 ? — I did 
not state he was positively sworn ; Mr. Serjeant Taddy asked me, whether he was, 
and 1 answered in the affirmative. It is very difficult to carry these names in one’s 
mind without referring to the book. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, that having been sworn as a burgess did not 
prove the man had been sworn a freeman. 

The Committee stated, that the entry appeared of his being admitted a free- 
man, and admitted a burgess, and sworn a burgess, but not that he had 
been sworn a freeman six years before the election. 

Mr. Adam was heard in support of the vote, and referred to the Case of 
Drogheda ; and read the following entry from the corporation book : “ 23d 
September, 1822.” 

“ Rear Admiral Sir Henry Evans was unanimously elected a burgess of the 
said borough, in the room of Richard Nevill, esquire, deceased.” 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard in reply. 

[ The Committee-room was cleared.] 

The Committee determined, that the vote of Admiral Evans was a bad vote. 

The counsel and parties were again called in, and informed of the decision of 
the Committee. 
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Mr. 

John Porter. 



13 March, 
1830. 



Mr. 

John Allen. 



Mr. 

John Porter. 



On the Vote of Nicholas Barrington, of Bally cogley, — 

The following entry was read from the corporation book, the 29th of Sep- 
tember 1815: 

“ At the said assembly the late mayor appQinted and nominated George St. 
George Irvine, esquire, and Nicholas Barrington, of Ballycogley, his two peculiar 
freemen.’’ 

John Allen was again called in ; and further Examined by Mr. Harrison, 
as follows : 

DID you know Nicholas Barrington, of Ballycogley ? — I did. 

How long have you known him ? — I dare say twenty years at least. 

Where has he resided all that time?— Ever since I have known him, no other place 
but Ballycogley. 

Where is that? — About five miles from Wexford. 

Committee .] — Is that out of the liberties of the borough of Wexford ? — Yes, 

I believe it is. 

Do you know the liberties yourself? — No, I do not. 

Mr. Harrison .] — He has resided there ever since you have known him r — Yes. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Toddy. 

Did you know him in 1815 ? — Yes. 

How' old were you in 1815 ? — Fifteen or sixteen years of age. 

Where did you reside then ? — I resided in the town in 1813 and 1814, and two 
miles from the town in 1815. 

What town? — Wexford; I was conducting business in Wexford. 

Was it on the same side of the town as Ballycogley? — Yes, it is. 

You think he did not reside there in 1815 ? — I am sure he could not. 

Committee .] — Do you think he could not have resided there without your knowing 
it ? — I am sure he could not ; I was staying in the town at that time. 

What age is this Barrington ? — Between fifty and sixty, I should think. 

[The Witness withdrew .] 

The Committee determined, that Nicholas Barrington was a bad vote. 

On the Vote of William Roper ; — 

Mr. John Porter was further Examined by Mr. Serjeant Toddy, as follows : 
WHAT date have you there? — The 29th of September 1803, 

Read the entry. 

“ At the said assembly Mr. Meadows, the mayor, appointed Counsellor Wil- 
liam Roper, of the city of Dublin, one of his peculiar freemen.” 

Do you know whether he was sworn at the election or not? — No ; I do not find he 
was sworn at the election. 

You do not find him sworn at all? — No; except as a burgess in February 1813. , 
You do not find any entry of his being sworn a freeman? — I do not. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard in support of his objection to this vote. 

The Committee determined, that the vote of William Roper was a good vote. 

On the V ote of Charles Jacob ; — 

It appeared by the corporation book, that Charles Jacob was sworn mayor 
upon the 29th of June 1813, and sworn in on the 29th of September 1813. 
The Committee determined, that Charles Jacob was a good vote. 



On the Vote of the Reverend Henry St. George ; — 

Mr. John Porter was further Examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy, as follows : 
HAVE you looked through that book for Mr. St. George? — He was admitted in 
a batch on the 29th of June 1781. 

Admitted what? — Admitted a freeman of the said borough ; the description is, the 
Reverend Henry St. George, of Brianstown. 

Do you find him at all to have been sworn ? — No ; I do not find any entry of his 
being sworn. 

Was he sworn in 1829?— 1 cannot find his name among them. 

. : , , • 
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It appeared on the corporation book, that the Reverend Henry St. George 
voted at the contested election in 1783, on which occasion a great number of 
persons were marked as sworn, but the word sworn was not written alter 

his name. . 

Mr. Adam was heard in support ot the vote. 

The Committee determined, that the vote of the Reverend Henry bt. George 
was a bad vote. 

On the Vote of George St. George Irvine 

On the 29th of September 1815, it appeared the voter was admitted a pecu- 
liar freeman. 

Colonel Johns was again called in ; and having been sworn, was Examined 
by Mr. Adam, as follows : 

DO you know this gentleman, George St. George Irvine ? Yes. 

Did vou know him in 1815 r — Before that period. ^ 

Where was he resident in i8. 5 ?-Not in Wexford ; I think Newtown Barry. 

Are you positive he did not reside in Wexford?— Yes. 

Did you reside in Wexford at that time?- Yes, and constantly since that. 
Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy. 

Is he a clergyman?— No, I believe a military man ; he was in the army ; I believe 
he is a captain receiving unattached pay since that time. 

You have not known him yourself? — Yes, intimately. 

You must know whether he was or not?— I have heard he was a captain receiving 
full pay ; he was aid-de-camp to General Johnson during the Rebellion, and must 
have been a military man. 

You knew him at the period in question .'—Yes, 1 did. 

He did not reside at Wexford during that time?— No. 

Nor for some time before ?— For some time before he did not certainly, or m 1 815. 

[ The Witness withdrew.'] 

The Committee determined, that the vote of George St. George Irvine was 
a bad vote. 

On the Vote of William Toole ; . „ , 

Mr. Harrison stated the voter was sworn in as a burgess in 1 825, and mayor 

The* Committee determined, that the vote of William Toole was a bad vote. 

On the Vote of George Ronan ; — 

It appeared George Ronan, merchant, was admitted freeman upon a stamp 
the noth of June 1781, and described as of Wicklow. On the poll it appeared 
that George David Ronan, of Wicklow, voted for Sir Robert Wigram. 

Francis Leigh, esquire, was again called in ; and having been sworn, was 
further Examined by Mr. Adam, as follows : 

DID you ever live in the town of Wexford?-! did ; near ten years, I was col- 

lector of the revenue in that town. nun- T 

During which ten years?- From the year 1790 to the Rebellion, when I was 

^During 1 that time did you ever know a person of the name of George Ronan to 
reside in Wexford ? — Never. „ . 

Do you know a person of the name of George Ronan?— I know George Ronan , 
he was deputy to my brother, the collector at Wicklow ; he was his pro-collector. 
During what year was your brother collector at Wicklow ?— During the time I was 

C ° Was he* cohector*^ earlier than you?— I rather think he was appointed collector 
a little before me. 

How long before ? — About a year. 

Who was your brother’s predecessor ? Mr. Tottenham. 

George Ronan of Wicklow, was your brother s deputy ?— Y es. g 
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Francis Leigh • 
Esq. 

13 March, 
1830. 



Does the duties of the pro-collector of Wicklow, require the residence of the 
person at the place where he acts?— I should think so. 

You can tell r — I should be sorry if my deputy did not reside. 

Is it possible for a man to collect the revenue if he does not reside at the place'— 
I think not. 

Who was Mr. Tottenham’s deputy r— The same Ronan. 

How long was Mr. Tottenham collector at Wicklow ?— My brother succeeded 
him about 1790 or 1791. 

How long had Mr. Tottenham been in that situation r— I do not recollect how 
many years. 

You knew him ? — Yes. 

Can you tell me within 10 or 20 ?— I cannot sav. 

Was he a day ? — Yes. 

A year ?— Yes, some years. 

Was he eight or ten years?— He might for ought I know. 

He might have been 28 years ?— He might have been some sundry years. 

During that time did Ronan act as Mr. Tottenham’s deputy ?— He did. 

During the time you lived in Wexford, Ronan did not live there? — Not that 
I know of ; I never heard of his living there. 

Did he carry on the business of a merchant at Wicklow ?— He did. 

And was deputy collector under your brother and Mr. Tottenham ?— Yes. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy. 

Did you see Ronan at the election ?— No, I have never seen him in Wexford 
I have seen him at Wicklow. 

You did not see him at the election ?- -No, I did not vote there myself. 

Whether this George David Ronan may be the same Ronan vou have known 
acting under your brother, you cannot tell ?— No, I cannot tell. ' 

Your brother was collector? — Yes. 

Have you known any instances of collectors who did not reside in the place where 
they collected ?— The collectors sometimes do not, but all pro-collectors always do 
though I have often been absent from the collectorship, but mv pro-collector never 
was. 

At the time you knew him he was residing in Wicklow ? — He was. 

What was the earliest time you knew him?— I was not acquainted with him • but 
1 knew him by name and by sight at the time he was pro-collector to mv brother • 
I have seen him in Wexford with my brother. 

What is the earliest time you did know him in that character ?— My brother was 
collector from the year 1790 or 179. till very lately ; but from before the Rebellion 
1 remember him. 

You did not know any thing of Ronan before ?-No, I never knew him an v 
where but in Wicklow. J 

Did you know any thing of him before 1790 r — No, I do not think I did, I have 
heard his name mentioned when he was pro-collector for Mr. Tottenham. 

Commit fee.\ Did you ever hear Ronan’s name mentioned in 1781 ?— No 1 do 
not think I knew any thing of him till my brother was appointed. 

[The Witness withdrew .] 



Mr. Benjamin Vickery was again called in ; and further Examined by Mr. Adam, 
as follows : 

BrtJkKdkr. H ° W !'“ Ve J '°!! bee " acI l' lainted wi* Wexford ?— I was born in Wexford : 
J J ever since I had a recollection. 

"When were you born I— I am above 60, I should think, I do not exactly know 
my age. J 

You were born in the year about 1 770 ? — Yes. 

And lived at Wexford all your life?— Yes, except absence on my professional 
business. 

Did you ever know a person of the name of George Ronan who lived in Wex- 
tDrd, carrying on the business of a merchant there ?— No never. 

Do you think any person could have resided there of that name and carried on 
that business without your knowing it? — No. 

Did you ever know anybody of that name in Wexford ?— Never. 

Do you believe that any person of that name could have carried on business in a 

respectable 
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respectable station of life, without your knowing it ? — No, not in a respectable situa- 
tion ; but there are many persons who assume that name. 

You think a person of an inferior situation might?— Yes. 

If he had been so respectable as to have been a freeman or burgess in Wexford, 
do you think he could have been in that situation without your knowing it ? — I ra- 
ther think not, if it was in a very early period he might ; but if it was at a later 
period when my recollection was more extended, I must have known him. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy. 

In the year 1781, might not a respectable person, or an unrespectable person 
have been resident there as a merchant, without your knowing it? — Yes, there might, 
it was very early ; I was very young then. 

[ The Witness withdrew .] 

Mr. Adam was heard in support of the vote. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard on the other side. 

The Committee determined, that the vote of George Ronan was a bad vote. 

On the V ote of Joseph Gainfort ; — 

Mr. John Porter was further examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy, as follows : 

HAVE you looked through the book as to Gainfort? 

Mr. Harrison stated, that the admission of Joseph Gainfort was not stamped, John Porter. 

and that he was one of those for whom the stamp was procured. — — 

Mr. Thomas Baker was further examined by Mr. Harrison, as follows : 

Y OU told me before that you had made out a list of persons you considered in 
the interest of Mr. Nevill, to make an application for their stamps ? — Yes. Thomas ^aker. 

Was this one of the persons for whom you made that application? — Yes, he was, 

he is in the list here, admitted the 2d of July 1782. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Taddy. 

Did you ever mention his name at all ? — No, I did not ; to whom do you mean ? 

To the mayor? — No, I did not mention his name. 

Did you mention any names? — No, I did not. 

His name was in your list, that list you kept to yourself? — Yes. 

That list is a mere private memorandum for your own use ? — It was made out for 
my own use. 

And never communicated to the mayor at all? — No; I would have communi- 
cated it if he had acceded to my request. 

In point of fact it was not communicated at all? — No. 

Had you any conversation with Gainfort at all before you made the appli- 
cation ? — N o. 

Where does he reside ? — I find his residence at Ballyhay, I understood he resided 
there at the time of the election. 

Where is that? — In the county of Wexford. 

What part ? — I am quite a stranger to the county, I do not know the locality of 
the places. 

Do you know any thing of Gainfort ? — No. 

Did you ever speak to him in your life ? — Never, to my knowledge. 

Then you were not authorized by him in any way to make the application ? — Not 
by him. 

And the only authority you had was from Sir Edward Dering, in the way you 
told us yesterday ? — Yes, that was the authority I had. 

Perhaps you may know now, though you did not yesterday, that the precept came 
to Wexford on the 24th of May? — I apprehend it did, because I have found the 
copy of a letter which the mayor 

You are quite correct; what time does Gainfort appear to be admitted ? — 1782, 
the 2d of July. 

And you were in no respect authorized by him ? — I had no communication 
"'ith him. 

None whatever? — None personally. 

Mr. Harrison .] — He voted at the election ?— He did. 

175 - O 2 The 
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loS MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE SELECT 

The Committee determined, that the vote of Joseph Gainfort was a good 

Mr Serjeant Taddy stated, if the Committee thought that the mere circum- 
stance of Mr. Baker having applied to the mayor for the book to be 
stamped, and having a list in his possession, not communicated to the 
mayor, of the persons whose admissions he proposed to be stamped, no 
demand being made by any individual voter, was sufficient, he would not 
waste the time of the Committee by going through those voters who came 
under that description, and Sir Edward Dering would then have a majo- 
rity which he should not probably be able to defeat ; but that he appre- 
hended the Indemnity Act of the 10 th of George the Fourth did not 
apply to the case ; and that there was no evidence that the voters them- 
selves had applied to have their admissions stamped. 

Mr. Harrison was heard in answer to the statement of Mr. Serjeant Taddy. 
Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard in reply. 

The Committee-room was cleared. 

The Committee determined, that they would adhere to their resolution of 
yesterday. 

The counsel and parties were again called in, and informed of the determination 
of the Committee. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, that he was most anxious not to trouble the 
Committee unnecessarily, and if he was to understand the decision of the 
Committee to apply to the list of votes objected to on the ground of 
not being stamped, he would not pursue the scrutiny into the votes any 
further, because, although he might succeed in striking off some votes, 
there would still be a majority for Sir Edward Dering. 

The Chairman stated, that where the facts were the same as they appeared 
to be in the cases that have been already decided, the decision of the 
Committee would be the same. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, that if that was the decision ot the Committee, 
there would be a majority of votes on the poll for Sir Edward Dering. 



Luna, 15° die Martii, 1830. 
HENRY CLIVE, ESQUIRE, 

IN THE CHAIR. 



15 March, THE names of the Committee were called over ; all present. 
l83 °* After some time the counsel and parties were called in. 

The chairman inquired whether Mr. Serjeant Taddy , on behalf of the sitting 
Member, wished to be heard upon ihe point he submitted to the Committee on 
Saturday, as to the propriety of the Committee returning Sir Edward Dering as 
d-dy elected, when he had not petitioned for the seat, under the Act of 9 Geo. 4. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy stated, he certainly wished to be heard upon the point ; but 
should not trouble the Committee at any length. 

The chairman stated, that the Committee were quite ready to hear any thing 
Mr. Serjeant Taddy had to say upon the point. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard upon the point alluded to, and referred to the Case 
of Middlesex, the Canterbury Case, the Morpeth Case, Peckwell’s Reports, 
the Downton Case, the Reading Case, and the Colchester Case. 

Mr. Harrison was heard on the other side, and in addition to the cases cited by 
Mr. Serjeant Taddy, referred to the cases of Leominster and Fowey. 

Mr. Serjeant Taddy was heard in reply. . 



. Mr. 

Thomas Baker. 

13 March, 
1830. 
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The Committee-room was cleared. , 5 March, 

The Committee came to the following Resolutions : t l83 °' 

That upon the statement delivered in by the counsel for the Petitioners, the 
Committee had determined : 

That the right of election as set forth, in the said statement, is not the right of 
election for the said town or borough : 

That upon the statement delivered in by the counsel for the sitting Member, the 
Committee had determined : 

That the right of election as set forth in the said statement, is not the right of 
election for the said town or borough : 

That the Committee have determined, that the right of election for members to serve 
in Parliament for the said town or borough of Wexford, is in such freemen of the 
said town or borough as had served apprenticehips therein, or were resident therein 
at the time of their admission to their respective freedoms. That no person can be 
admitted a freeman of the said town or borough, who has not served an apprentice- 
ship therein, or who is not resident therein at the time of his admission. That 
subject to the foregoing limitations, the persons having served seven years appren- 
ticeship to freemen of the said town or borough, are entitled to the freedom of 
the said town or borough, and to vote at elections for the same. That all persons 
admitted to the freedom of the said town or borough, by virtue of an Act passed in 
the 14th and 15th years of the reign of his Majesty King Charles 2, intituled, “ An 
“ Act for encouraging Protestant Strangers and others to inhabit and plant in the 
“ Kingdom of Ireland,” or by virtue of the new rules, are entitled to vote at 
elections for members of Parliament therein, according to the directions of the said 
Act and new rules. 



That Sir Robert Wigram, junior, knight, was not duly elected, and ought not to 
have been returned a burgess to serve in this present Parliament for the town or 
borough of Wexford : 

That Sir Edward Cholmondeley Dering, baronet, was duly elected, and ought to 
have been returned a burgess for to serve in this present Parliament for the said 
town or borough : 

That the Petition of Charles Roper, and others, did not appear to the said Com- 
mittee, to be frivolous or vexatious : 

That the opposition to the said Petition did not appear to the said Committee, to 
be frivolous or vexatious : 

That during the investigation before this Committee, various acts as stated in 
the petition, were brought to light, w hich renders it necessary for the Committee to 
request the House will order the Evidence to be printed. 

The couusel and parties were again called in, and informed of the Resolutions 
of the Committee. 
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